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3728. By Mr. KELLY: Petition of citizens of Braddock and 
North Braddock, Pa., asking for establishment of department 
of education; to the Committee on Education. 

3729. By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition signed by Ida A. Smith 
and 11 other residents of Otsego, Mich., urging the passage of 
a Civil War pension bill carrying the rates proposed by the 
National Tribune; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3730. By Mrs. LANGLEY: Petition of James C. Jones, Kelly 
Turner, Pauline Flinchum, and 65 other citizens of Perry 
County, Ky., urging speedy consideration and the passage of 
Senate bill 465 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates 
of pension to the m~n who served in the armed forces of the 
United States during the Spanish War period; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

3731. Also, petition of F. S. Knox, jr., W. H. Saulsbury, G. H. 
Hudson, and 60 other citizens of Letcher County, Ky., urging 
the speedy consideration and passage of House bill 2562 and 
Senate bill 476, providing for increased rates of pension to the 
men who served in the armed forces of the United States during 
the Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3732. By Mr. LEE of Texas: Petition of citizens of Ballinger, 
Tex., urging the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

3733. By Mr. l\IcCLOSKElY: Petition of John H. Malinack 
and 79 other residents of San Antonio, Tex., favoring the pas
sage of House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3734. By Mr. McKEOWN: Petition of Isaac Dodrill and other 
citizens of McLoud, Okla., urging speedy consideration of House 
bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the men 
who served in the armed forces of the United States during the 
Spanish War period ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3735. By Mr. MAAS: Resolution adopted by the council of 
the city of St. Paul, Minn., relative to commemorating the death 
of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3736. By Mr. MICHENER: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Morenci and Monroe, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 
2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3737. By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: Petition of J. F. Ryan, 
F. \V. Robinson, R. N. Wrenn, and others, petitioning Congress 
for the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

3738. By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of citizens of Findlay and 
Alvada, Ohio, asking that favorable consideration be given to 
House bill 2562, known as the Spanish-American War pension 
bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3739. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the Los 
Angeles Chamber of Commerce, favoring the passage of the 
McNary resolution over the Johnson-Box quota bills for Mexico; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3740. By Mr. PRALL: Petition signed by citizens of the 
Borough of Richmond, Staten Island, N. Y., in favor of House 
bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the men 
who served in the armed forces of the United States during the 
Spanish War period, received from Alexander J. Barry, 21 Clark 
Place, West New Brighton, Staten Island, N. Y., a veteran of 
1898 ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3741. Also, petition received from citizens of Staten Island, 
N. Y., approving the creation of a national department of educa
tion to strengthen the public-school system ; to the Committee on 
Education. 

3742. By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: Petition of Ernest A. 
Matthews and 61 other residents of Springfield, Ill., urging the 
passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for 
increased rates of pension to the men who served in the armed 
forces of the United States during the Spanish-.. War period; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3743. By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of Thomas Swearingen and 143 
others, favoring Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing 
for increased rates of pension to the men who served in the 
armed forces of the United States during the Spanish-War 
period ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3744. By Mr. STONE: Petition of various citizens of the State 
of Oklahoma, urging enactment of Senate bill 476 and House bill 
2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3745. Also, petition of various citizens of the State of Okla
homa, urging enactment of a Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3746. By Mr. SWICK: Petition of R. G. Sanderson and 57 
residents of New Castle, Lawrence County, Pa., urging the pas
sage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, for the relief of 
veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3747. By Mr. SWING: Petition of C. R. Lewis and 82 other 
citizens of Elinore, Calif., favoring the passage of Senate bill 
476 and House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3748. By Mr. WOLFENDEN: Petition of S. E. Waddell and 
others, of Chester, Pa., and vicinity, urging l~gislation to pro
vide increased pensions for Civil War veterans and widows of 
veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3749. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of Woman's Christian Tem
perance Union, of Avonmore, Westmoreland County, Pa., urging 
passage of Robsion-Capper bill, providing for Federal depart
ment of education; to the Committee on Education. 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, January 29, 1930 

(Legislative da;y of Monday, January 6, 1930) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ashurst Fletcher Kean Sheppard 
Baird Frazier Kendrick Sbipstead 
Barkley George Keyes Simmons 
Bingham Gillett La Follette Smith 
Black Glass McKellar Smoot 
Blaine Glenn McMaster Steck 
Blease Goff McNary Steiwer 
Borah Goldsborough Metcalf Sullivan 
Bratton Gould Moses Swanson 
Brookhart Greene Norbeck · Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard Grundy Norris Thomas, Okla. 
Capper Hale Nye Townsend 
Caraway Harris Oddie Trammell 
Connally Harrison Overman Tydings 
Copeland Hatfield Patterson Vandenberg 
Couzens Hawes Phipps Wagner 
Cutting Hebert Pine Walcott 
Dale Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mass. 
Deneen Howell Robinson4-.-Ind. Walsh, Mont. 
Dill Johnson Robsion, ~y. Watson 
Fess Jones Schall Wheeler 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. HASTINGS] is detained 
from the Senate on account of illness in his family. I ask that 
this announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. FESS. I wish to announce that my colleague the junior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. McCULLOCH] is necessarily detained 
from the Senate. I ask that this announcement may stand for 
the day. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to announce that my colleague the 
junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. STEPHENS] is necessarily 
detained from the Senate by illness. I will let this announce
ment stand for the day. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the junior Sena
tor from Utah [Mr. KING] is detained from the Senate by illness. 
I will let this announcement stand for the day. 

I also wish to announce that the senior Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. PITTMAN] and the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAY
DEN] are necessarily absent from the sessions of the Senate 
attending a conference in the West relative to the diversion of 
the waters of the Colorado River. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-four Senators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

REPORT OF OHESAPEAKEl & POII'OMAO TELEPHONE CO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the president of the Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone 
Co., submitting, pursuant to law, the report of the company for 
the full year 1929, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a resolution 
adopted by the Washington (D. C.) Central Labor Union, pro
testing against the passage of the bill ( S. 3180.) relating to the 
qualifications of civil commissioners for the District of Colum
bia, which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
Washington (D. C.) Central Labor Union protesting against the 
action of the Secretary of the Navy in suspending the Navy 
wage board hearings and favoring the reconvening of that board 
at an early date, etc., which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VANDENBERG presented a r esolution adopted by Al
gonac Lodge, No. 11, Shipmasters' Association of the Great 
Lakes, at Algonac, Mich., protesting against the passage of legis
lation to provide for the establisbment of shipping commis
sioners at ports on the Great Lakes, which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 



1930 CONGR.ESSION AL RECOR.D--SEN ATE 2585 
H \ alto~o presented a reFlolution adopted by the common council 

ot the city of Hamtramck, Mich., favoring the passage of legis
lation designating October 11 as a memorial day for Gen. 

nl'limh· PulH. kl, Revolutionary War hero, which was referred 
to the ommitt<>e on the Ubrary. 

Mr. W LCO'l'T presenh>d a telegram in the nature of a peti
tion from the •onnecficut Auxiliary, United punish War ~et
eran . of South Moncbester, Conn., praying for the passage ot 
1 gl~o~lation gmnttn~ increu~ed penAion to Spanish War veterans, 
whkh wn order c1 to Ue on the table. 

He ulso preRcnted a !"('.solution adopted by Court Welch, No. 
4. Ji,orP:'ltt>J"''.o! of America, of Waterville, nn., favoring the pas-

sage of lt•gi.lation granting increa ed pensions to Spanish War 
v<•t<'rRtl,, which was ordered to lle on the table. 

He nlRo presented reRolutlons atlopted at the annual meeting 
or tht~ }j~rst Con~regntional burch of Branford, and the League 
ot Wom<•n Vote~. of Meriden, in the State of Connecticut, 
favoring the rotiftcntlon of the propo. ed World Court protocol, 
which re reft>rr<>d to the ommtttee on Foreign Relations. 

He al~o })refoleuted a paper in tllc nature of a petition from 
the New Jlnvcu Tntdt-S ~oun ·il, of New Haven, Conn., favoring 
the uF~e of New En~h\nd ~ranlte In the ereetion of Federal post
oftir{' bnildln~, wht •h wns referred to the ommlttee on Public 
Bnlldln~ nnd Gr un<ls. 

1\lr. KllJA presented a petition of sundry ciUzen of the State 
of N(•w J r~ey, praying tor the passage of legislation granting 
in('l'('as d p naioos to Spanish War veterans, which was ordered 
to lie on t11c table. 

II o1Hu Jlre.s nted a J){'tltlon of sundry citizen of Newark and 
vicinity. in th State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of 
thP. so-<'alle<l Hu~hes bill, being tbe bill (H. R. 3397) to amend 
B«'Ction WO of the ·world War veterans' act of 1924, as amended, 
whf ·h wn~ r fE'rred to the Committee on li'inance. 

Mr. BI~INE pn•seut d a petition of sundry citizens of Janes
ville, Wis., pruyin~ for tbe pa~-;sage of legislation granting ln
cr('tlH(>d l)(•mdons to Spanl~o~h War veteran , which was ordered 
to He on the tnble. 

Mr. IlEPPARD pr 'seutt>d petition of . undry citizen of 
Dallas and Tyler, Tex., praying for the pa:snge of legi latlon 
granting ln<·r n ed pension~ to • J)anlsh 'Yar veterans, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HHll)to;TEAD pn~ented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Mnrhl and West St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of 
le~i.,lntlon granting increased pensions to SpanJ h War veterans, 
whi<'h were or<l red to He on the table. 

Mr. THOMAA of Oklahoma pr sented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Ulngliug, Oklu., praying for tbe passage of legisla
tion grantfn~ increaSE'd pensions to Spanish War veteran~. 
whkh was ordered to lie on the table. 

PROSECUTION OF PBOHMI'nON CASES 

Mr. GLASS. M.r. President, I nsk to have inserted in the 
body of the RI!X!ORD as a part of my remark a letter from the 
Unit d tnt t:~ diRtrlct attornt>y for the western district of Vir
ginia, Bon. John Paul, having reference to the suggestion ot the 
f!o-call d ommt. ion on Law Enforcement concerning the judi
cial pow(•r. of United States comml sloners in the pro~ecutlon 
of prohibition ca~es. I also ask to buve the letter referred to the 

ommtttce on t11e Judiciary. 
There being no objection, the 1 tter wa referred to the Com

mittee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, 
as follows: 

HAB.RISONBURO, v A., JG.ntiGrtJ !f, 19~. 
lion. .~nT:a:n GLASS, 

Vn.ttd State.- Senate, Wo.thingtOta, D. 0. 
MY Dun SJDNATOR: Because of the fact that It deals with matters 

with which In my posttlon aa United Statea attorner I have a eonnee
tlon, I han bet'n naturall7 much lnterestf'd In the report recently made 
by the Comml ton on rime and Law Enforcement, and in the reeom-
mendn Uons made to Congress based upon that report. · 

Knowing thnt Mr. MONTAGUS Is a member of the Judiciary Committee 
of the IlouFJc I wrote him some dnys ago expressing rather easually 
eome views In connection with this report. Since that time I have dls
t•us d these same views with the assistants in my omce, and others 
having a conneC'tion with the enforcement of the Federal laws, with 
the r<'sult that my opinions have been confirmed and strengthened, and 
It hns b n suggested that I communicate to you alRo the substance ot 
our common vit'w on cct·taln phru!es of the commission's report. 

I have the thought that the r commendations of the commission are 
ba Nl larg<'lY upon condltlona found to exist in urban or densely popu
lated communitl s, and that there ha.a not been due consideration gtveo 
to the po1:1slble effect on enforcement in other and different sections 
ot tho country in case the recommendations of the commission are 
enucted Into lnw. 

In deullng with the enforcement of the prohibition Jaw the attention . 
of tbc comruisalon was naturnlq centered on those sectlona where the 

law is Ignored or not enfor~ed, and which are, tn the mafn, large 
cities of the counh-y or eommuoitiea close by such clUes, or States 
having no State probfbltlon law. The commlesion lias made certain 
recommendations which might be of considerable h<'lP In the enforce
ment of the law in urban centers, and where there Is no State law, but 
which would not only not be helpful but In my opinion would be harm
ful In widespread rural districts, and where there is a State law. 

I have In mind, among other things, the recommendation for legis
lation which wool{] make It possible for many of the prohibition cases 
to be trl('d and disposed of by United States commissioners., with a 
view to relieving the ~oug('stion In the district courts. I cno see where 
this might be helpful in large cities or densely populated communities 
in dlstrlcts having small geographical llmits. In such places men of 
gOOd legal training might be obtained as commissioners, and you would 
have ln effect an Inferior court, with established quarters and facllities, 
sitting almost continually, to which accused persons from the entire 
city might be brought for trial, and at which the presence of the dis
trict attorney or his as lstants could be obtained without dtmculty to 
prosecute the cases beard. But 1t will readily, occur to you that in 
this district, for ('xample, ~ith 20 or more United States commissioners 
scattered throughout 55 counties, extending from Bristol to Winchester, 
many of them living in small and inaccessible towns, 1t would be an 
impossibility for the district attorney's omce to be represented at all 
the hearings before the commissioners, even were tt possible tn all 
lnstanc s to obtain as commissioners men of such training or ablllty as 
to justify them in having the final disposition of these offenses. And 
I feel that it cases are heard before commissioners without the presence 
of an attorney representing the Government in their prosecution a 
most unsatisfactory condition will result, and in a very short while 
there will be a flood of criticism of the Government on Its failure to 
enforce the law. I am inclined to think also that the tendency would 
be to create a belief In the mlods of the population generally that the 
Federal Government was undertaking the sole burden of enforcing the 
law, and to that extent there would be a lessening of the etrorts of 
State omcers, which would be most unfortunate. 

Another practical dlmculty would be that when prohibition agents 
had ronde an arrest in the course of a raid, the trial of the accused 
would very probably be fixed for some time (a week or more) In the 
future in order that be might prepare for trial. With a limited force 
of agents they are kept on the move and in the course of a week the 
agents making the arrest might be In some community a hundred or 
more miles away and would have to abandon their etrorts there to 
return to the trial. If the prohibition agents would have to regulate 
their movements in ord('r to be at various trials in wldel7 scattered 
and lsolat('d parts of the district, th('ir work in the field would be 
greatly hampered. 

If in any trial before a commissioner, the accused Is to have an 
appeal to the district court as a matter of right, then we may be sure 
that there will be no appeal in every case where he th1nks the sen
tence Imposed by the commissioner is severe, or where be is willing 
to take a chance on a lighter sentence in the district court-which 
will be in mo8t cases. The alleged congestion in the district courta 
wll1 be relieved to a very small extent. 

It there Is to be no appeal from the comm!s!doner's court as a mat
h'r of right, but only on error committed, then every commissioner's 
court must be a court of record. And I am sure that Congress is not 
prepared to establlsh Reveral thousand such courts throughout the 
rural and mountninous sections of the United States. 

There are other phases of this particular recommendation as well 
as other recommendations made by the comruission which do not ap
peal to me as being of practical benefit as applied to most parts of the 
country ; and while I do not wish to go into a detailed expression of 
my views, I have thought It worth whlle to call attention to the 
necessity of considering the r('port of the comml ion from the stand
point of all sections of the country, and not only from the standpoint 
of a f('w communities upon which the commission evidently eenters 
Its atteD'tloo. 

No such publicity was gin•o the bearings or investigations of the 
commission as enables one to say upon what information the7 rest 
their report. And it may bt' that the scope of their Investigations 
was more eomprPhenslve than I Imagine. But It seems to me that In 
consideration of any proposed legislation the Judiciary Committee 
would not go amiss In having an expression of the views of dlstri~t 
attorneys, prohibition administrators, and otb(>rs having a direct and 
intimate knowledge of the problems of law enforcement to various 
sectlooa ot the country. 

It may be that, with only one y('ar of experience as district attornc7, 
my opinion is not entitled to gr('at weight, but there must be through
out the country ID8ny exp('rieoced men SPrving in this same position 
whose views would be of value. And I 1ncllne to the belief that they 
would accord with my view thnt some of the legislation recommended 
would seriously Impair enforcement of the prohibition law in most parts 
of the United States. 

I am writing a letter similar to this to St>nator SWANSON. 
Wtth my cordial good wish('s to you, I am, very slncert>ly, 

JOHN PAUL. 
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REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 

Mr. BORAH, as in open executive session, from the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations, reported sundry nominations in 
the Diplomatic and Foreign Service, which were ordered to be 
placed on the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. PHIPPS, as in open executive session, from the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported sundry post
office nominations, which were ordered to be placed on the 
Executive Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. DALE: 
A bill ( S. 3349) granting an increase of pension to Susan 

Shores (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FESS: 
A bill (S. 3350) granting a pension to John Ryan (with ac-

companying papers) ; and . . . . 
A bill (S. 3351) granting a pensiOn to William W. Whitacre 

{with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. TRAMMELL: 
A bill ( S. 3352) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Kneibler ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma : . 
A bill (S. 3353) granting an increase of pension to Peter F. 

Weasel (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 
A. bill { S. 3354) to create an establishment to be known as 

the National Archives, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES (by request) : 
A bHI ( S. 3355) to amend section 202 of the Federal farm 

loan act, as amended; to the Committee on Banking and Cur
rency. 

By Mr. HATFIELD: 
A bill ( S. 3356) granting an increase of pension t? Annie 

Gilmore (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Bv Mr. DENEEN: 
A. bill ( S. 3357) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

E. Roberts (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 
A bill ( S. 3358) for the erection of a Federal building at 

Anacortes, Wash.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. McMASTER: 
A bill ( S. 3359) to authorize a per capita payment to the 

Pine Ridge Sioux Indians of South Dakota; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEIWER: 
A bill (S. 3360) authorizing the Secretary of War to convey 

to the University of Oregon certain lands forming a part of 
the Coos Head Military Reservation; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: 
A bill (S. 3361) for the relief of Charles B. Johnson; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

On motion of Mr. HowELL, and by unanimous consent, the 
Committee on the Judiciary was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill ( S. 3344) supplementing the national 
prohibition act for the District ot Columbia, and it was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMEN'l'S TO THE TARIFF BILL 
Mr. COUZENS submitted three amendments intended to be 

proposed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, 
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 
SUBCOMMITTEE TO CONSIDER ABOLISHMENT OF FEDERAL FARM LOAN 

BOARD 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, as chairman of the Committee 

on Agriculture and Forestry, I wish to announce that I have 
appointed to consider the bill ( S. 2463) to transfer all functions 
of the Federal Farm Loan Board to the Federal Farm Board, to 
abolish the Federal Farm Loan Board, and for other purposes, 
Introduced by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. BRQOKH.ART], a sub
committee consisting of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
WALCOTT] as chairman, the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
FRAZIER], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS], the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL], and the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. KENDRICK]. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE 
A message in writing was communicated to the Senate from 

the President of the United States by Mr. Latta, one of his 
secretaries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE--ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
A message from the House ot Representatives by Mr. Halti

gan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the enrolled bill ( S. 234) to provide books and 
educational supplies free of charge to pupils of the public 
schools of the District of Columbia, and it was signed by the 
Vice President. / 

INVESTIGATION OF ACCIDENTS IN CIVIL AVIATION 
Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, some discussion was had in 

the Chamber yesterday with reference to the failure of the 
Department of Commerce to comply with the act of Congress of 
1926 as to making public the causes of accidents in commercial 
aviation. According to the Washington Post of to-day, Mr. 
Young, Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Aeronautics, has 
stated that the department lacks authority and machinery for 
such action. I want to read into the RECORD the statement con
tained in this morning's Post upon the subject : 

Attacks in the Senate yesterday upon the Department of Commerce 
for failing to make public immediately the causes of airplane accidents 
were answered to-night by Clarence M. Young, Assistant Secretary for 
Aeronautics, with the assertion that the department lacks authority and 
machinery for such action. 

M'r. President, it was asserted yesterday and I reassert it 
for emphasis to-day that the law not only gives to the depart
ment authority to make its findings public but makes it the 
duty of the department to do so. In order that people through
out the country who read the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD may under
stand the language contained in the act of 1926 I ask that sec
tion 2 of the statute may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, leave is granted. 
The section referred to is as follows: 
SEc. 2. Promotion of air commerce : It shall be the duty of the Sec

retary of Commerce to foster air commerce in accordance with the pro
visions of this act, and for such purpose---

(a) To encourage the establishment of airports, civil airways, and 
other air navigation facilities. 

(b) To make recommendations to the Secretary of Agriculture as to 
necessary meteorological service. 

(c) To study the possibilities for the oevelopment of air commerce 
and the aeronautical industry and trade in the United States and to 
collect and disseminate information relative thereto and also as regards 
the existing state of the art. 

(d) To advise with the Bureau of Standards and other agencies in 
the executive branch of the Government in carrying forward such l'e
search and development work as tends to create improved air navigation 
facilities. The Secretary of Commerce is authorized to transfer funds 
available for carrying out the purposes of this subdivision to any such 
agency for carrying forward such research and development work in 
cooperation with the Department of Commerce. 

(e) To investigate, record, and make public the causes of accidents 
in civil air navigation in the United States. 

(f) To exchange with foreign governments through existing govern
mental channels information pertaining to civil air navigation. 

Mr. BRATTON. Not only that, Mr. President, but I call at
tention to an article which appeared in the Washington Daily 
News of October 9 last, in which this was said: 

· Under the act of Congress the Aeronautics Bureau is authorized to 
investigate airplane accidents, punish offenders, and to make the re
ports public. When the bureau started functioning in 1926 a few acci
dents were made public and caused such a storm of pt·otest from pilots, 
manufacturers, and operators that the practice was discontinued, 
officials said. The policy of secrecy is strictly enforced and no public 
intimation is given out on any accident whether of major or minor 
importance. 

It is significant, according to that press dispatch, that the de
partment originally construed the act as compelling it to make 
public its findings, and it did so in a number of cases ; but when 
such action evoked a storm of protest from operators and pilots 
the department changed its attitude, discontinued complying 
with the act, and began the practice of making semiannual or 
annual reports in which accidents were set out in classes or 
categories, using percentages so that no particular accident 
could be identified. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mexico 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. BRATTON. I yield. 
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Mr. M KELLAR. In other words, the department, when the 

owner~ of tt·unsr)()rtntion companies protCl:lted, simply disre
gard~<! tb luw au olutely and undertook to repeal it; and, so 
far n th ir carl'yiu out it provisionl:i Is concerned, did re
peal it? 

Mr. BRATT N. Ye .. 
Mr. Mcl""EI..LAR. The nntol' will rcco.ll that when accl-

d •nt~ o •cu1·r 1 in hi tate and in my tate we had to get a 
r :-~olution through th Congr nnd have th se gentlemen sum
mon d b for the Committee on Commer :e in o1·der to extract 
from th 111 that which they were comp ~n d by law to furnish. 

1\lr. BRATT l. • Mr. Pr ·id nt, it develop d in the cour e of 
th b arings U1at as to the unfortunut accident which occurred 
in N w Mexico tb d partmeut after r >aching its conclrudon com
municat d witb the tran portation company about the matt r, 
but d lin d to t 11 th public anything or to giYe the public 
any lnformntlon I gnrding th ubject. 

lr. rr • id nt, I wn grntitl d on Y"'· t rday to hear the dL
Unguish d • enntor from onn 'licut [1\lr: BINGHAM] advocate 
on the floor of the hnmb r 1 gi.lation to compel the department 
to make public it:; finding.· r lnting to the e accident . His 
stat( m nt chnng d my mind r "Urding hi attitud . According 
to the nited tut · Daily t October 2, 1929, the Senator made 
a Hltlt m nt on th ubj t as follows: 

epartment of omm rce should not have the right to regulate 
OD(l s •ctton or a tran portatlon y tem and the Interstate Commerce 
•ommi~Blon anotb r. Tb claim of some airplane companies that they 

nr private cnrrlers Is not tru . They are common carriers and snould 
11 r gulated ns . uch. 

S nntor Dt!"GliA\t enid thnt rollroacl arc op(•rntln"' tenmshlps, which 
<lo not come under lh supcrvi~:~lon or the Inter tate Commerce Commi -
slon. Tb re ls no mor r ason for tb r<'gulatlon of air lines operated 
in c njunctlon with rnUronds than th re I for the regulation of stenm
~hlps op rn t d by railroads, b a flerted. 

• • • • • • • 
"A monopoly on c rtuln lund granted by tb p ople permit public 

control or rntlroacl companies," Mr. BINGHAM ndded; "but no such 
condition xists ia air trnfflc, as the air bl>longs to no one, and th~ 
pcor>h' do nol bave tbe right to re •ulnte commerce and traffic. 

It would b a turtling do trine, Mr. Pre. ident, that the 
p w r to r •go late ruilrond compnni ngnged in inter.., tate com
mere m·mnt from th fa ·t thut land gmnt were made in 
ni<l of milrond construction. The authority emanates from no 
i4ll •h ourc . f cnur . . , it om<'s from.the c mmerce clause o! 
the Con.J itutlon. A rnilrou<l tbnt nPver received a land grant i. 
ju~t as ·ompl tely ·uhj ct to regulation a· is on that was 
the re •ipleut of a grnnt ev<'r o lnr•"e. Of course, aviation com
pnni : nga~ d in int l'."tnte comm rce are subject to control. 
Th .y nr none th' lpss hnmun than are railroad companies. 

:J:r. Pr . ident, in or<Jer that the record may be complete, 
und in connc<'fion with the ~f'ction of the act of 1926 alreadv 
in, ~rt d in the R ORD, I a k I av to llnve print d at this 
point in th R1~ I'D the bill introduced by the cnator from 

onnecf I •nt [ rr. BniGTIA 1. b lng nat bill 19·17. 
Th \I E PRE IDEj, 'T. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Th bill nn<l cl Ilttrtm ntnl r port ure a. :follows: 

s. 1047 
.A IJill to pro,·ldc for the invcsti~atlon of accidents in chil air 

nnvlgntlon 

Bt: it cnoct a, to., That the air commerce act of 1926 is amended by 
addlug nt the ud tbcrc t t' o n~w sections to rend ns follows: 

" ·~c. 1:J. l'roccdurc !or invct~Ugntlon ot accidents: (a) When-
,. r th cr t ry ot 'ounncrc knows or bas reason to believe that 

th rc has occur1 cd au ccld nt in interstate or foreign air commerce he 
l~; author!:.: cl, if he d · m it in th public lnterc.-;t, to investigate the 
ucclclt:nl nod rc ord and make public a report ot the inv ·tigatlon. 
Wh Jll'\' r the ' •c r<·lary knows or hns reason to believe that the acci
dent hns r ullrd In death or crlous p •r onal injury It shall be the 
duty of tile St•cr •buy to inv ·z;tigate the accident and record and mnke 
public a report thrrt•on. Any r port ronde by the ecretary upon any 
ncdcl~nt hull include findings by blm with re ·pect to the cau of the 
nc ld nt n<l the r • ponslblllty therefor. 

"(b) For th purpuHes of . u h investigation the Secretary shall 
rrun • for n publlc beorlng to be b ld promptly In such place as the 
't>c~J·ctnr~· d1~ m 1110 t practicable and convenient ln view of the place 

wh .r ,·iuen ·e b nring on tbe accident hi most readily obtainable. He 
sbnll give puullc notic ot the time and place of tbe bearing at least 10 
day ln lldvan<.•e th reof unu ln uch n1anner as be shnll by regul. tion 
11r · rille. Any om r or lllllloyee of the D partmrnt of Commerce des
i ·n \ t •d by th ccrl'tary in writing for the purpo ·e may hold any such 
h • rin • nnd tor the purpoHes tb r of auminister oaths, examine wtt
nt. lit . , and If' ue subp<enas for the att ndance and testimony of wit
nc · · '., or the productJon ot books, papers, documents, and other evi
d •nc(', or the tnklng of lleposltions before any designated f.luUvidual 

competent to admlni t('r oaths. Witnesses summoned or whose deposi
tions are taken shall receive the same fees and mileage as witucs- s in 
courts o! the United States. .All evidence taken at the bearing shall 
be recorded and forwarded to the Secretary. The report upon tbe 
investigation shall be made not Inter than 10 days after the completion 
ot the bearing and shall thereupon be recorued in the Department of 
Commerce and made public. 

"(c) Neither the report upon the invPstigatlon nor any part thereof 
shall be admitted as evidence or used for any purpo e in any uit or 
action for damage~ growing out of any matter mentionecl ln the report 
or Investigation. 

"SEc. 16. ompulsory testimony: (a) In case or failure to comply 
wltb any subprena is ued under section 3 (f) or section 15, or in en e 
ot contumacy of any witnes in any proceeding under flucb sections, 
the o.Jecretary of Commerce may invoke the aid or any United L tat 
district court of competent jurisdiction or of nny court of compct nt juri -
diction having the powers of a United States district court. The court 
may thereupon order the wltue to comply with the requirements of 
the ~ubpama or to give evidence touching the matter in question. Any 
failure to ol>ey the order may be pun! bed by tbe court as a contempt 
thereof. 

"(b) No person shall be excu ed from attending, testifying, or depos
Ing, or from producing books, pap<'rs, documenb, or other evidence, as 
required by such sections 3 (t) or 15, on the ground that the testimony 
or other evidence may tend to Incriminate him or ubj ct him to a. 
penalty or forfeiture, but no natural person shall be prosecuted or ulr 
jectcd to" any penalty or for!eiture for or on account of any transaction 
made or thing done as to which be I compelled unrler oath so to te ·tJfy, 
de}Jose, or produce evidence, except that no p<>r on . ball be t>xempt trom 
pro ·ecution and puni hment for perjury. 

"(c) Any notary public or other officer authorized by law of tlle 
United Stntes, or any State, Tcl'litory, or po .:e ·~ion thereof, or or the 
Di trict of Columbia to take acknowledgment of deed. and any consu
lar officer of the United States, and any officer or employee of the 
Department of Commerce d ignnted by tbe Secretary in writing for 
the purpose, hall be competent to administer oaths for th purpo s 
of s ctlon 3 (f) or section 15 and ubprenas tor the purpo,eq of , ucb 
sections may be served per onally or sent by registered mail." 

[Report of the Departmt>nt of Commerce on nate blll 'o. 1947) 
DEPART~ENT OJ' COlfliERCE, 

0Fi'ICB OJ' T1D: ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR AERO-'A.t;TICS 

Waahington, December IG: 1929. 
llon. WEt> LEY L. JO. 'ES, 

Chairman Oommittee on Commerce, United tate enate. 
MY DEAR NATOR : Tbe following comment cone rn. ' S nnte bill 19·17, 

by S nntor BINGHAM, which was forwarded to us by your committee for 
comment. 

As you are a\Ya.re, the air commerce act of 1926 now requires the 
Secretary of Commerce to 1nve tigate aircraft acchl('nts. No distinc
tion i s t up in the matter ot interstate and intrastate operation. 
'l'hcrefore all accidents a.re investigated. 

The in>e tij!ations are conducted informally-that 1 , no dnte are 
fixed for formal bearin"s, and no witne. s ubpmnacd to attend. 
Rnther an attempt is made to obtain information from all avnilnhle 
sources, give it application fr m tbe practical point or view for the 
purpose of nsctrtaining a nearly as pot< ·ible the probable cau e and 
then take uctl action to remove it from future operations a is incli~at<'d 
thereby. The authority no grnnted by the air commerce act 1~ con id· 
ered sufficient, and the pre. ent ml'tbod of putting it into ff<'ct b be
lieved more constructive than would be the case were the propo. <'d bill 
nacted into a law. 

However, if it i concluded by your committee to r commend nddi
tlonnl lPgi.lation along the linr indicated by the bill, it i uggeatrd 
tbat con. !deration be given to the following point · bich are rai~Cd in 
connection therewith: 

It (the bill) provid(' tbat only those nccicl nt occurring in inter
state or foreign air commerce shall be investigated and tbe r .~ults 

thereof made public. Experience has proven that tlli would leave out 
some important accidents which occur in intrastate operatious; nl o 
there could easily be complicated legal que~tlon a to wh tber or not 
they were interstate or intrastate operations, and thus prove to be 
embnrra. ing. 

Provision is made that the Secretary of Commerce shall dt>termlne 
the respon~ibllity for the accident. in addition to the cau .. e. This 
would place the S cretary in the po ition of ervin:; more or Je,.;._: ns 
proSl'Cutor, judge, and jury, and would undoubtroly rctl ct Hselt In nny 
bUb.·equent legal action which might ensue. The cau~c, from tbe operat
ing point of view, would seem to be the mo~t important, as far a the 
re"ulatory phases are concerned. 

Provision is al o made tbat a public bearing shall be belu "prompt] ," 
and at tbe same time requires 10 day ' advance notice. Thi could 
ea ily make an adequate and thorough investi~tion of an accident 
extrem Jy difficult. Important evidence cou}(] be r movP.d or dt> ·troyt'd, 
wltn s become unavailable, and the l'arioo · onditlons orllinnrilY. 
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involved ln an investigation entirely changed. It would doubtless 
unfavorably influence the results now usually obtained by immediate 
informal investigation. 

There also exists in the Bingham bill provision that a report of the 
investigation be made within 10 days after the completion of the 
hearing. Testimony taken at a formal hearing, which might easily 
last several days with the pftrties in interest represented by attorneys, 
woul<l need to be recorded and transcribed. Thereafter it would 
need to be forwarded to the Secretary of Commerce for consideration 
and determination as to the cause. In the majority of cases this 
could probably not be accomplished within 10 days. If the place 
of the hearing was some distance removed from Washington, a further 
delay would be indicated. It a limitation of this respect is to be 
included, it is suggested that a period of 60 days would be more 
consistent. 

The foregoing suggests some of the items which it is believed should 
be given ample consideration before a determination is reached by your 
committee with respect to the particular bill in question. 

It is suggested that you might like to give consideration to fur
ther revising the bill so that it would, in effect, provide authority 
for formal hearings, such authority to be employed by the Secretary of 
Commerce in the event the preliminary investigation of a given accident 
made such a hearing necessary or advisable. 

In order that your committee may be more familiar with the man
ner in which the department now handles the matter of aircraft acci
dent investigations, I want to submit the following brief expression 
thereof: - • 

The air commerce act of 1926 states that the Secretary of Commerce 
shall ''investigate, record, and make public the causes of accidents in 
civil air navigation in the United States." No authority is provided 
as a specific aid in the premises, such as conducting formal hearings, 
subpcenaing witnesses, taking testimony under oath, requiring the 
preservation of the involved aircraft for examination, or other similar 
procedure which would assist in bringing out the pertinent facts. There
fore we have been obliged to undertake the ascertainment of facts from 
voluntary and visible sources in the most thorough manner permitted 
by the circumstances. 

The foregoing means that we attempt to reconstruct the accident to 
the fullest extent possible, taking into consiueration the locnlity, 
weather, pilot's experience and rating, nature of accident, kind of air
craft and its status, maneuvers immediately preceding the accident, and 
such ot~r relevant information as is available. This is accomplished as 
soon after the accident as a representative of the department can reach 
the scene thereof, the report being transmitted to Washington, where it 
is reviewed by an accident board of the department, composed of a 
medical director,~eronautical engineer, two expert pilots, statistician, 
and chief of the legal section, who attempt to account for all contribut
ing factors and reflect a composite view with respect thereto. The re
port naturally includes a frank opinion from the inspector, based upon 
his personal observations, and more often than not, voluntary state
ments from other pilots, witnesses, etc., who have made them with the 
knowledge that they are to be used only by the department in determin
ing the cause in order that suitable remedies may be applied in future 
operations. 

The information thus obtained, when properly compiled from a number 
of cases, tells a graphic story as to the causes of accidents and enables 
the department to apply suitable remedies, such as a change in qualifica
tion requirements for certain groups of pilots, modification in design and 
construction of aircraft, ground facilities, etc. The department has fol
lowed this method for the past three years and it has served a very 
constructive purpo~. 

You will at once observe that the investigations thus conducted do not 
in any way contemplate the determination of any legal responsibilities 
which may be involved. Therefore, in all probability the same course is 
not followed nor the same ground covered as would be the case if such a 
motive dominated in the premises. This seems to readily suggest, then, 
that injustices to inuividuals could very easily result were the informa
tion thus developed in individual cases released for consideration in the 
light of legal technicalities, contributory-negligence phases, proximate 
and remote causes, etc., rather than for the practical deductions of 
thoi·oughly experienced aviation personnel for the purpose of applying 
remedial measures in future operations. 

The foregoing relates only to the information involved in the imme
diate causes of accidents. It does not include other extremely pertinent 
facts, such as the license status of the pilot and aircraft, whether the 
aircraft or pilot were operating in conformity with the privileges and 
restrictions of the air commerce regulations, or whether penalties for 
violations in the particular case were in order. Such information is 
definitely ascertainable and available from the department's records. 

The department now makes public the causes of accidents. It groups 
the accidents which occur during a given period of time and summarizes 
the causes, classifying them as to the nature of the aircraft operations
whether scheduled transport service, student instruction, miscellaneous 
taxi service, "joy" riding, etc.-and enables any interested person to 
make comparisons for any purpose whatsoever. Of equal or greater 
importance, however, ts the fact that it enables the department to in· 

telligently apply remedial measures along given lines, and the effort to 
do so has been and still is one of its major activities. 

If your committee desires further details, I shall be pleased, indeed, to 
provide a suitable supplement or discuss it with you personally, if you 
wish. 

Sincerely yours, 
CL4_RENCE M. YOUNG, 

Assistant Searetary ot Commerce tor Aeronautics. 
P. S.-In the foregoing discussion I neglected to refer to the probable 

additional expense involved in putting the provisions of the bill into 
effect. Properly trained personnel to conduct the hearings would be 
needed, as would also suitable court reporters ; witness fees, mileage, 
service of subpoonas, traveling expenses, per diem, etc., would likewise be
required. It would entail no small addition to the Budget estimate to 
properly carry on the new duties imposed. 

Mr. BRATTON. I also ask leave, Mr. President, to have 
printed in the RECORD section 13 of the bill which I introduced 
under date of October 14,~<- 1929, that section dealing with the 
investigation of accidents in interstate air commerce and the 
method of making the conclusions public. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to me for just a moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mexico 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BRATTON. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Before the Senator has inserted in the 

RECORD the excerpts from his bill will he not be good enough 
to put into the Rooonn also the report of the Department of 
Commerce immediately following the bill of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM]? 

Mr. BRATTON. I do that with pleasure, Mr. President, and 
ask that it may be printed at that point in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
(The matter referred to appears in the RECORD following 

Senate bill 1947.) 
Section 13 of Senate bill 1880, introduced by Mr. BRATI'ON on 

October 14, is as follows : 
INVESTIGATION OF ACCIDI!lNTS 

SEc. 13. (a) In carrying out his duty to investigate aud record and 
make public the causes of accidents in civil air navigation in the 
United States, the Secretary of Commerce shall report upon any acci
dent that the Secretary knows or has reason to believe occurred in 
interstate or foreign air commerce and resulted in serious personal 
injury or death. • 

(b) 'l'he Secretary shall include in his report his findings as to the 
causes of the accident and the responsibility therefor. As a basis tor 
such report the Secretary shall hold public bearings, give reasonable 
public notice thereof, and reasonable opportunity for parties interested 
to be present, to produce evidence, and to be heard in accordance with 
such regulations as he shall prescribe. For the purposes of such 
hearings the Secretary of Commerce, or any officer or employee of the 
Department of Commerce designated by the Secretary in writing for 
the purpose, may hold hearings and administer oaths, examine wit
nesses, and issue subpoonas for the 'attendance and testimony of wit
nesses, and for the production of books, papers, and documents, or for 
the taking of depositions before any designated individual competent 
to administer oaths. Witnesses summoned or whose depositions are 
taken shall receive the same fees and mileage as witnesses in courts of 
the United States. 

(c) The Interstate Commerce Commission may designate any member 
or officer or employee thereof ~o be present at such hearing. Such 
member or officer or employee may examine and cross-examine wit
nesses and issue subpoonas or other process to the same extent as the 
officer or employee of the Department o! Commerce holding the hearing. 

(d) All evidence taken at the hearing shall be recorded and for
warded to the Secretary of Commerce for his findings with respect to 
the causes of the accident and the responsibility therefor. The Secre
tary shall promptly report upon the accident, record the report in the 
Department of Commerce, and transmit a copy thereof to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. The Secretary of Commerce and the Inter· 
state Commerce Commission shall make the report public. Neither the 
report nor any part thereof shall be admitted as evidence or used for 
any purpose in any suit or action for damages growing out of any 
matter mentioned in the report or investigation. 

(e) Subpamas iflsued under the foregoing provisions of this section 
may be served personally or sent by registered mall. 

(f) In case of failure to comply with any such subpcena or in case 
of contumacy of any witness in any proceeding thereunder, the Secre1 
tary o.f Commerce may invoke the aid of any United States district 
court of competent jurisdiction, or of any other court of competent 
jurisdiction having the powers of a United States district court. The 
court may thereupon order the witness to comply with the require
ments of the subpcena or to give evidence touching the matter in ques
tion. Any failure to obey the order may be punished by the court as a 
~o_!!temp! :thereo~ 
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(g) No 'person shall be excus d !rom attending, testifying, or deposing 

or !rom produclng books, papers, documents, or other evidence !or the 
purpoRes of this section on the ground that the testimony or other evi
d nee may tend to l.ncrlmlnnte him or subject blm to a penalty or 
forfeiture; but no natural person shall be subj cted to pro ecution or 
forfeiture for or on account of any transaction made or thing done as 
to which he Is comp llcd under oath 110 to testlty, depose, or produce 
evid nc<>, xccpt that no person shall be exempt from prosecution and 
pnnlshm nt tor perjury. 

Mr. BRATT .. . Mr. Pr ident, I want to call attention to the 
fallnclou. a · ertion made by the A i tant ecretary of Com
m rc on ye teruay, according to the pre , to which I bave 
alr ndy adv rted, that the partment of Commerce lacks the 
machinery r authority to make public its findings r lating to 
atrplan accid nt . It may be as erted with some foundation 
tltai tlt d pu1·tm nt n e<ll further facilitl for investigating 
a ident::;-that 1 , to compel the attendance of witnesse and 
tlte pr ducti n of book. • n<l records--! con de that that argu
m nt mny r t upon ome foundation, but when an accident 
shall have b n inve tigntcd and the r cord made, re1mrdle. s o:f 
the machinery with whl h it is made, and ~ben tbe department 
bn r uch d a conclu:o::ion ba:ed upon that r cord, it need no 
further fncililie~ to mnke it conclu ion public. All the depart
ment hn tQ do t to r I a e them. A ordingly, to a rt that 
1h re 1: a lack of authority to mak public findings and conclu
ldons r n 11 d 1 · nothing more nor 1 .. than an evasion, involving 
a !allure to comply with a. pluto, mand. tory statute enacted by 
tb •ougr ... . 
TARU"'F R •n:s ON RAYON-EDITORIAL FRO t: BALTIMORE (MD.) SUN 

Mr. "\VIIEELilJR. Mr. Pr :ldent, I a k unanimous conl5ent to 
ltuv in:-; rt d jn the o. ·on 'IO • AL REX.,'ORD an editorial · from 
thi m ruing' altilllor 'un, which 1: entitled " weetening a 
Plum." It ha r fer nee to tlle tarift rat on rayon. 

Th b in no ol>j ction, the dit rial wa ordered to be 
print <l in th R .B.D, a follows: 

[ll'rom the BulUmorc (Mel.) Sun, January 29, 1930] 

F;WJilETENJ '0 A PLUM 

Iu H work on t·ayon-yarn rates the enute gave an lmpre, sfve exam
pi of tarltr making nt Hs worst. It not only brush cl a ic.le inconte t
nbl vld n e that th xlstiug rat s on rayon yarn are extortionately 
high, but w nt ahead and made lntportnnt lncren e in rates. enntors, 
many or tlwm mocrals, who have been loudly protesting th ir concern 
tor th Am rlcnn con ·um r, fled belter-skclt r to tbe protective cover of 
pow rful orporute Inter ·t . 

Their lllght could not even be hielded by n barrage of words about 
concern tor Amerlcnn industrial int<>rest , bccau the rayon Industry 
Js contl·oll •tl larg ly !rom abrond. Of an e tlmat d production of about 
12G,OOO,OOO pounds of rayon yarn in 1021l, more than two-third is 
credll •u to companle • und r foreign owner ·bip or control. 

Any talk of the rnte on rayon ynrn being nece ·ary to protect 
Am<'ricnn workmen 1 non en c. Tho swollen profits of these companies 
and tb wag paid to rayon worker both otrer evldenc that tab
Ut~h d that x>olnt. o large ha e b en the profits of the grcate ·t ..imeri
cun rayon l>roduc r, op rating b<>hlnd the American tariff wall, thnt at 
a m • Ung of tile Brltll!h corporation wblch controls 1t one of tbe tock
hold r simply bubl.ll d ov r with enthu in :m about the "American 
plum." 

And the rvlent before an international aggregation of 
pitnl, bad th bra. s to RW et n that plum. For the consumer there 

is· only on • bit of olace to be derived !rom th1 performance. It Is 
tbat the prot ction afl'ord d to r yon-yarn producers 1B o cxorbitnntly 
gr nt thnt It brlp to mnk the indu try expand by leap and bound· to 
tnke nuvantng of the tnrll'f pelt. And at th prese.nt rate of expan ion 
tt can not be long before the indu try hns outgrown the po ibllity of 
1nrltT prot lion b nu of U> pos s ion of a large export urplus. For 
tblfl dev •lopm nt, however, the public wlll owe no thank!! to tbe Senate. 

PRO'I'EST OAI ST ECONO IC LAW 

:Mr. rre:ident, I n. k unanimous consent to have 
in~ l't d in th UECOIW a 1 tter written l>y Dr. R. B. Me ann, 
of '•ttl , ln., puul: ·bed fir:t in the Montgomery Adverti er and 
copied in the Wir graH Journal of January 23, 1930. It is a 
m st intt~re:tlng letter eli. u: ·in~ the que tion of tile packers' 
<1 ·r •c. cbuin tor . , and mouopoli •. in g neral. 

'l'llcr being no obj clion, the letter a."' ordered to be printed 
in tll lt , ORD, a. fOliO\ S: 

Rlltl'OR 'I'm~ DVI:':RTlSlllR: 
n Jnnnnry nntor llm:o RLACK made a great speech l.n tbe 

nltl'(l •tute!l 8<'nntP on th~ mcnnc of the chnln stor , chain banks, 
ancl m rg<>r of nll kinds, whlch are rapidly taking over all bu iness 
ol their r spectlv comhlnntlon . lie d~ crlbC's very forcefully the 
t a-rlhh• flang<>r to the • mel'lcnn people in the d~ ·tructiv-e combina
tion nt thee mC'a·g•r ·. \\·hn I bave <liiiered wlt.b enntor BLACK l.n 
Stntt: f)olillca, I wlll ay tbat I admire his cournge in making this 

attack on tbe cbaln·store menace, whleh Is tbe ftrst that I have beard 
of from any political leader ot national prominence. lie is absolutely 
eorrect, in my opinion, and I wlsb b1s speecb could be read by every 
voter l.n Alabama and tbe Nation. In a former article I discussed the 
evil concentration ot wealth and laid it to the R publican Party and 
its master, predatory wealth. Tli1s economic inequality of treatment of 
the wealth- ownl.ng governing classes as opposed to the middle class with 
tbe laboring ma ses is obviously the cause of this evil concentration of 
wealth. The Sherman antitrust law under the past few Republican 
administrations ha become n dead letter. Mergers and chain stor s 
and chain banks are nothing but monopoly under another name. The 
cry of efficiency, efficiency, is the excuse for their exi tence. This cry 
ot efficiency has been the excu. e down the pathway of history for more 
unju t laws and los of liberty to mankind tban practically nny other 
excu e iu history. On tbe anniver ary of tbe Lfncoln-Dougla debate 
last year at Freeport, llJ., Senator Nonars made a statement tbat should 
be studied by all America. He aid that "Predatory wealth wa bu ily 
enWlged in welding the manacleR of economic slavery on tbe American 
p ople ten time wor ·e than the negro lavery in the Soutb b for 
1861." Let the peopl of Alabama wake up and tigbt like red-blooded 
men. If we must take this economic dl:'struction from these evil com
binations of predatory wealth, let us take it in front, standing up like 
men, tighting, and not like dumb cnttle lying down. God helps tbo. e 
who try to help them elves. The tight of the independent busine. s men 
against the destructi\"e cbaln store 1 a tight unto death, as one 
must die. 

Unle s tbe chnln tore 1B broken up tbe retail trade in America is 
doomed and this fact should be brought home to every thinking man 
and woman in America to-day. Old man Render on, of Shreveport, La., 
u e uncouth Ianguag , but his logic is unanswerable and the American 
people, thank to bi courage nnd lE'ader~hip, are at last showing .i n~ 
of uniting to fight thi · combination of predatory wealth, and who knows 
but whnt tbi fight against tbe chnin- tore menace may not work into 
a nation-wide tigbt against the trangle bold of predatory wealth on 
out• r"ational Government at Washington? 

The old Wall Street gang are tinuncing the chain stores and they 
have unlimited tl.nancial support to buy the support of all purcba able 
force to aid them in this tl.gbt again,·t the indep ndent busines m n 
nn<l con: quently it will be a very bard tight but, in my opinion, it 
can be won it the business men wlll organize thoroughly and fight the 
chain stor s sy ·t maticnlly, they can win. Single they are weak, but 
united they are very powerful. Demand from the 1ocal paper ·· a ::;quare 
deal on the publicity of the i sues in this fight. Unless this is done, 
the power of the immen~e amount of money spent in advertising in 
tbc"e pap r will mak<> them be ltate to give botb sides equal tr nt
ment. Usc the boycott, if ne d d, to get equal treatment. There Is 
" dynamite" in this fight again t the chain-store menace as a political 
is ue and I am sure the next legi .lature in Alabama will be pl dged to 
tnke the necessary mea ures to "outlaw • all the e e ·tabU hmcnts of 
bu:lnes life In our State. E,·ery thinking man and woman mu t know 
that these stores ure " in restraint of free trade," as prescribed as 
"illegal" under the herman antitrust law. Fr e, healthy competition 
i the life of trade,· but the competition of the chain stores 1 d ·truc
tlve and ruinous to American bu ·ine s. 

R. B. McC.L...,N, l\1. D. 
,'EALE, ALA. 

E:\"ROLLED BILL PRESENTED 

Mr. GREEr'E, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that on to-day, January 29, 1 30, that committee pre ented to the 
Pre ·iclent of the United States the enrolled bill ( . 234) to pro
vide books and educational supplie free of charge to pupil · of 
tbe public schools of the District of Columbia. 

PHILIPPINE I ... ~DE'PE:\'D~~CE .A•"D IMMIGRATION OF FILIPI~O 

Mr. TYDlr"GS. Mr. Pre ideut, the question of Philippine ill
dep ndence is one that is coming to the fore in this country. It 
is not my purp e this morning to say anything in referenc to 
whether or not the Philippines should or . hould not be given 
their independence, but there i a phase of the controver ·y wbich 
should receive the attention of the Senate. 

It is estimated tbnt to-day there are 60,000 Filipinos in the 
United States. Tbey are citizen of the United tates and are 
fre to come en mas. e from the Philippines to this country wllen
ev r they see fit. There are 13,000~000 Filipino· in the i lnml', 
and, although in our immigration act we haye .. ct up the poll<.:Y 
of excluding Asiatics-Japan ·e and Chinese, for example-yet, 
because the Philippine I landN are a part of the nitecl State , 
their population can come into the coUlltry whenever they wunt 
to do so. 

It o l1appen tlHlt most of the Filipinos wbo have come to th 
United tates have ettled in the We tern tMe ·-in regon, 
Washin!rton, California-where th y are trying to mal·e a liwli
hood. The pre s account for a pe1iod of :ev •t·al month. ..;bow 
that the relations between the l'ilipino workmen and the whit • 
American workmen are not frieudly and cordial; in fact, at 1 •a ·t 
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one JJ'ilipino has been killed in a workmen's riot, and many of 
them have been beaten and many of them have had to give up 
employment because the conditions surrounding that employ
ment were so full of prejudice and hatred that they could not 
work in these places with any degree of satisfaction. 

If an American citizen wanting to obtain a position in the 
Philippine Islands were shot down by the Filipinos, it would be 
a very serious question, and, perhaps, we would send our Navy 
and marines and Army over there to establish law and order ; 
but Filipinos have been shot down in the United States of 
America as a result of labor difficulties. 

In the Washington Post of January 24 there is this news 
account from Watsonville, Calif.: 

Seven white men were arrested late to-day as business men of the 
Watsonville district joined with officials to put down the race difficulties, 
which reached a climax last night with the killing of a Filipino. 

The seven were charged with rioting. Fred Majors was released under 
a $2,000 bond, and the others (naming them) were lodged in jail at 
Salinas. 

The article goes on to state that the shooting resulted from 
labor disputes between the whites and Filipinos inhabitating 
that section. 

There have been riots in the Western States between the 
Filipino workmen and the white citizens thereof, so much so 
that the Philipplne governm·ent has passed a resolution, and the 
Governor General of the Philippine Islands, Mr. Davis, has 
transmitted that resolution to the Government of the United 
States, in which the Filipinos protest against the treatment of 
;Filipinos in this country by antagonistic labor groups. 

As I have already said, the immigration policy of America 
prohibits J~;~.panese and Chinese from coming into this country 
as immigrants. However, the 13,000,000 Filipinos who live in 
the Philippines cau come into this country whenever they see fit. 

We already have a great deal of prejudice in the United 
States as the result of racial antipathy. We have our negro 
problem; we have, to some extent, a Japanese problem as the 
result of Japanese immigration som·e time ago; and I call to the 
attention of the Senate that under existing conditions all the 
Filipinos in the Philippine Islands could come to the United 
States to-morrow morning if they wanted to do so, and they are 
coming here in increasing numbers. Shall we permit them to 
come and settle in our country and inject, perhaps, another 
stream of racial hatred to those streams which are already loose 
iu the United States of America? Filipinos certainly have a 
moral right to come here whenever they want to do so, because 
our citizens can go into the Philippine Islands without any im
migration restriction of any kind whatsoever. The more Fili
pinos who come to the United States the more labor riots and 
difficulties will ensue. 

This is one phase of the Philippine independence question 
which ought to receive serious consideration.· In 20 or 30 more 
years, should we retain the Philippine Islands, undoubtedly 
many Filipinos wili come to this country. If they shall con-

. tinue to settle in certain areas they will come in conflict with 
white labor, which can not compete on the same standard upon 
which Filipinos exist as a rule. Therefore, we are only post
poning the day of reckoning; we are only increasing the oppor
tunity for more racial prejudice and bad feeling of all kinds 
to be engendered in this country. 

I hope Senators will read the accounts which I shall put in 
the RECoRD of numerous racial disturbances which have occurred 
in the Western States, and that they will remember that all of 
the Philippine population is at liberty to come to the United 
States as citizens of the United States at any time they see 
fit to do so. It is absolutely illogical by an immigration policy 
to exclude Japanese and Chinese and permit Filipinos en masse 
to come into the country. If we are going to be absolutely 
forthright about this proposition, if Filipino immigration means 
nothing, then we should take down the bars, and let the Chinese 
and Japanese come in as well, so far as the racial character
istics of this question are concerned. On the other hand, if we 
feel that it is not wise to mix up the various races, that trouble 
will ensue, that we will only unleash additional streams of 
hatred in the United States by a large influx of other colored 
races, then we should give this phase of Philippine independence 
careful and serious consideration. 

I do not want to relinquish the floor without saying that 
what I have just mentioned is not in criticism of the Filipinos 
at all. We have taken over the islands and proclaimed them as 
a part of our own territory; and the Filipinos have a perfect 
right to come here, just as we have a right to go out into their 
native land. However, this question does exist, and is going to 
grow with each year that Philippine independence is postponed. 

Personally, I am heartily in favor of Philippine independence. 
I think we are morally and spiritually bound to grant it to them, 
whatever the economic conditions may be. 

Recently I have received numerous letters from constituents 
in my own State saying that they hope the Philippines will not 
be givcQ. their independence because they have established a very 
favorable business with the Philippines, and they are afraid 
tliey will lose this business should the Philippines be set free. 
To my way of thinking, this side of the matter should receive 
very little consideration. The economic side of it should receive 
little or no consideration. What should receive consideration, 
and what should motivate the Congress in a discussion of this 
subject, is the absolute justice to those people of having their 
own country and running it as they want to run it, without any 
interference from any other nation in the world, including the 
United States. 

We have to some extent betrayed the obligation which we as
sumed to these p·eople, the promise we made that when they be-
came capable of a reasonable amount of local self-government 
we would give them their freedom. The next time the Fourth of 
July rolls ·around, and we celebrate the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and talk over the heroes of this country who fought 
that they might have the right of local self-government, let us 
also unmask the hypocrisy behind our words and show that 
while we honor patriots for obtaining autonomy for our own 
country, we have so little justice in our make-up that we will 
not accord the same privilege to others, but will coerce them 
and continue to keep them in subjection. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. COPELAND. Has the Senator no question as to the con

stitutional right of the Congress to alienate sovereignty over the 
Philippines? 

Mr. TYDINGS. None whatsoever; because, as the Senator will 
recall, when Jefferson was President of the United States he 
bought the large area of Louisiana. At that time the constitu
tionality of the transaction was very seriously questioned. I 
have never heard anyone dispute the fact that Louisiana and all 
the territory which it then contained is now a part of the United 
States. Its Senators sit in this body. Its Representatives sit 
in the House of Representatives. It pays taxes; and if a nation 
can acquire territory by purchase and have its treaty ratified 
subsequently, certainly it can grant independence to a country 
which it never acquired except under certain conditions, and 
with a specific promise that after a certain time it would be 
returned to its rightful owners. If we can acquire on the one 
hand country outright, when we acquire country with a qualifi
cation, that qualifieation was then and is now a part of the 
acquisition of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator believe that we could 
now alienate the sovereignty of Louisiana? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me ask the Senator a question. By what 
authority did we acquire the Philippine Islands? If it was 
wrong ab initio, it is wrong now. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator quoted Jefferson--
Mr. TYDINGS. WiU not the Senator answer my question 

first? Will he tell me by what authority we acquired the Philip
pine Islands under the Constitution? 

Mr. COPELAND. We took the Philippines by conquest, but 
later we paid $20,000,000 for them ; but I think that is the 
strongest point that can be raised against the question of the 
sovereignty of the Philippines. 

The Senator referred to Mr. Jefferson. It will be remembered 
that Washington referred to Jefferson a memorandum relating 
to the boundary beyond the Mississippi, to see what concessions 
might be made regarding the free use of the Mississippi; and 
Mr. Jefferson returned the memorandum to Mr. Washington say
ing that not an inch of American territory could be alienated. 
Then, in turn, Mr. Washington refel'l'ed that memorandum and 
Mr. Jefferson's reply to Mr. Hamilton; and Mr. Hamilton made 
no direct statement regarding the question of alienation, but he 
asked the question, " Is it true that we could not alienate an un
populated country?" Then Washington passed it over to Jef
ferson for further reply, and Mr. Jefferson said, "If we can 
alienate an unpopulated territory, we can alienate a populated 
territory, and might even sell a people." Mr. Washington took 
Jefferson's view, and i·he commissioners were instructed under 
no circumstances to alienate any territory; and in the entire 
history of our country we never have alienated territory. There 
have been settlements of boundaries where we had claim of 
ownership; but when we ceded by treaty it was like a quitclaim 
deed. 
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I wanted to place the~e accounts of various uprising in the 

RECORD for the information of enator a w ll as to transmit 
a reque _ t of the Philippine Legi lature to the Gov rnment of the 
United tates to look into these matter , and to accord the 
Filipinos the same protection that would be accorded to white 
worker in the Philippine . If a white man were shot down in 
the Philippine Islands, it would be a erious matter. If everal 
white men were beaten up by Filipino workers, it would be a 
very erious matter. There i no doubt in my mind that the 
Navy at once would be dispatched there, and marine would be 
landed, and martial law would be declared. But if a Filipino 
i • hot down in the United States of America, of cour e it i of 
little con~equence. However, these inju tice have a way of 
accumulating; and I wnnt the Senate to be familiar with the 
fact that Filipino immigration into the United Stat is increas
ing, 'nth great po ibilitie of additional racial hatreds if large 
number of Filipinos continue to come to thi country. 

I ru k unanimous con nt to have printed in the REC<>BD a. a 
part of my remarks the newspaper accounts-which are not 
long--of everal of these unfortunate happening in the western 
part of the United State , and trust that the enators will read 
them. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not de5ire to object to the printing; 
but- I hould like to know, if you plea e, from what new papers 
the Senator is quoting, generally speak~ng? 

Mr. TYDING . They are newspapers publi~hed, I think, in 
Oreaon, \Vashington, and California; and may I say, in answer 
to the Senator' qu tion, that what I have said is no reflection 
whatsoever on the States mentioned or on the citizens of the 

tnt mentioned. I was simply trying to present a ituation 
which i bound to grow in aggravation if no notice i take:c. of it. 

Mr. JOHN ON. I ba'\"e no objection to printing the new -
paper aricles referred to. 

Tbe VICE PRESIDE. TT. 'Vitl10ut objection, leave is granted. 
The matter referred to i a follow : 

dispatches on mob riotings against Flllplnos at Watsonville, 
alit.) 

[From the Sunday tar of January 26, 1930] 
FrLtPt~o LABOR ColiPiilTITION BLAMED ron SERIES o~ RroTS-Sunvmy 

RnvuLs OBtJ:NTA.LS WILL CONTRACT TO Do Two JoBs Fon WAGEs or 
ON• 

AN FRANCISCO, January 25.-The coming of Filipinos lnto economic 
competition with white laborers bas cau ed a seri of small di • 
turbauce along the Pacific coast in the pa t few years, with a climax 
reached in the Pajaro Valley of California. 

A consensus compiled by student of oriental 1mmlgration indicates 
that this is the real trouble beneath race riots, though augmented by 

mat- tbe Filipinos' alleged attentions to wbtte girls. 
Three disturbances since la t eptember, at Wenatchee and Cash

mere, Wnsb. ; Exeter, Calif. : and the present one at Watsonville, were 
primnrlly cau ed by white men objecting to Filipino labor In orchards 
and on farms. Of the tbree, the Watsonville clash was tbe most seri
ou , with the death of one Filipino, the stabbing of a white man at 
San Jo~;e, and injuries in1licted on both sides in gang fights. 

While leaders of the islands deplore the increased exodus of Fillpino 
youths, 1t is conservatively e timatcd that more than 65,000 Fllipinos 
are now in the three States on the Pacific seaboard, with an annual 
increase of 12,000. The newcomers usually have two avenues of em
ployment-domestic S(>rvice nnd farm work. At first the majority seek 
the fields and many become e<>nfirmed "truit tramps." 

Many of them soon return to the larger centers of population look
ing for " white-collar " jobs. They offer their services for much less 
than white men will accept as wages. The Filipinos will proml e to do 
two jobs for the wa ""es of one. 

It ts pointed out that the Filipinos occupy a peculiar position in the 
eyes of the Federal Government. In 1924 legislation was enacted to 
exclude n.ll aliens who were Ineligible to citizen hip. Filipinos come 
under that classiticntlon, but courts haTe ruled that as citizens of a 
subject country tbey nre entitled to tree entry to the United States 
without restriction. 

FILIPINOS PROTECTIO:S ASKED IN MESSAGE--ISLAND REQCJ:STS STEPS TO 
PREVENT VIOLE. ·cl!l SUCH AS 0CCOR1U:D IN CA.Lii'ORNlA. RIOTS 

MANILA, Jlllloary 25.-Gov. Gen. Dwight F. Davis to-day forwarded 
a m sage to Brig. Gen. Francis Parker, head of the Bureau of Insular 
Affairs In Washington, e<>ntaining a request by the Phillppine goTern· 
ment for the protection of Filipinos again t violence ueb as that which 
occurred in the riot at Watsonville, Calif., this week. 

The request followed by a few boors a charge cabled to Representative 
Francl co Varona by Secretnry Tagle, of tlle Filipino Community League 
of Salinas, Cali!., that authorities of Wat onvllle, Calif., connh·e with 
rioters who killed one Filipino and beat other ·. 

Tngie said Watsonville city authorities knew of the intended attacks 
at least two weeks before they occurred, but did notblng to prevent 
trouble. 
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[From the Washington Post of January 24, 1930] 

FILIPINO SHOT DEAD IN CoAST RACE RIOT-SEVEN HELD AS MEMBERS 
OF MOB WHICH WRECKED HOMES IN CALIFORNIA-TOWN· CLOSELY 
GUARDED 

' WATSONVILLE, CALU'., .January 23 (A. P.) .-Seven white men were 
arrested late to-day as business men of the Watsonville district joined 
with officials to put down the race difficulties which reached a climax 
last night with the killing of a Filipino. 

The seven were charged with rioting. Fred Majors was released 
under a $2,000 bond and the others, R. Smith, George Barnes, Ramon 
Davis, George Sias, Charles Morrison, and Ted Spanger, lodged in jail 
at Salinas. 

Fermin Tehera, 22, a Filipino, to-day was found shot to death in a 
bunk bouse on the Murphy ranch near here. 

By the mayor's order all pool balls and such places of amusement 
were closed to-night at 6 o'clock. Legionnaires guarded approaches to 
the city in an effort to prevent further anti-Filipino demonstrations. 

Engendered by resentment over the employment of Filipinos as farm 
laborers and by employment of white girls in a Filipino dance ball, 
anti-Filipino demonstrations reached their peak last night when a mob 
of about 600 white men armed with clubs, whips, and firearms wrecked 
the interior of several Filipino residences and severely beat their occu
pants. 

Authorities of Monterey and Santa Cruz Counties took drastic steps 
to prevent a repetition of the disturbance and with offers of assistance 
from the American Legion posts of Santa Cruz, Salinas, and Watson
ville expected to maintain order. 

Sheriff Carl H. Abbott, of Monterey County, requested that 15 Legion 
men be sent from Salinas for duty in the trouble zone to-night. 

"We haven't turned a single woman away from this plant who comes 
here and really wants to work," said Small. "Our pa('king season has 
just started and we have to have help. Regardless of the fact that only 
3 units are being used the power is being supplied for 10 units for the 
apple seeding and coring machines." 

Small was bitter in his criticism of those who interfered with the 
Filipino workers last night, declaring the group who interfered were 
not acquainted with local conditions. The pay roll now includes more 
than 200 women and about 20 men. Where white men would be ordi
narily employed they would be kept, he added; that is, on the packing 
sheds and loading platforms. 

R. M. Burke, local superintendent of Washington Dehydrated Food 
Co., using Filipino laborers at night because he has been unable to get 
women to fill the shifts, said to-day he had used them for the past 
three years. 

"We do not mix the help," Burke said, "but I have been forced to 
hire them because I could not get women to work nights on my ma
chines." During the daytime the plant hires 22 women, Bmke added, 
and 16 Filipino boys at night. 

TRY TO GETr WHITES 
"To show our willingness to cooperate against any labor troubles," 

Burke said, " we tried to get a white crew and bad 86 women the first 
week and a third of the time our machines were vacant." 

The chief trouble, he added, was that women would not stay on the 
job, many of them getting up from their machines and leavin"' without 
warning. "The womP.n at the plant are paid a straight hour"' wage, 30 
cents an hour, the same wage we pay Filipino boys," he continued. 

The Filipino boys hired by the cannery and the food plant were con
tracted to come here through N. Bocaloy, a native foreman, who bas 
bad experience contracting help for canneries in Alaska and in the 

[From· the Wenatchee Daily World, Wenatchee, Wash., Thursday, Sep- States. 
tember 20, 1928] The boys housed in the Woolworth Building have been here for the 

FILIPINOS HERE ARE WARNED TO LEAVE--TOLD THEIR PRESENCE Is past four days. They said they bad remained in their quarters, eating 
OBJECTIONABLE BY CROWD OF WHITE MEN-LABORERS BROUGHT HERE and sleeping there, waiting until the WOrk began. 
AT '.rHE REQTIEST OF MANAGER SMALL, OF WENATCHEE PACKING COR- " The man at the cannery told US WOrk WOUld not begin," one of 
PORA'.rroN, •.ro WORK MACHINES AT NIGHT them said, "until a full crew arrived, and we have bad to pay for our 

When police and sheriff were informed a few minutes before 2 o'clock food and our quarters here." 
to-day that a large crowd of men bad congregated in front of the GROUP rs "BROKE" 
entrance to the Filipinos' quarters in the Woolworth Building, officers Because they have bad no help and haven't been earning money the 
dashed to the spot. The crowd, many of them curious to see what was majority of the group is " dead broke," and those who are not broke are 
taking place, dispersed quickly. helping their friends out. To-day they bad scraped enough money 

A second attempt to import Filipino laborers in this vicinity was together to pay -for sending their baggage to Seattle. 
apparently frustrated to-day after a mob of more than 200 irritated They are afraid to start hiking to Seattle, they said, because they fear 
white people-many of them declared to be itinerant laborers- mob violence. "We can not fight, and we won't fight," a slight chap 
stormed the headquarters in the basement of the Woolworth Building said. "Most of us came here to get an education," another lad, who 
last' night, threatening violence if the vanguard of 22 laborers did spoke perfect English and was well groomed, adrled. "We work part 
not leave town to-day. time and then go to school, and this is the first time I have had any 

Frightened after this warning, the Filipinos to-day were attempting trouble." 
to figure out methods of leaving the valley without being attacked or What they were to get or how they were to work they said they did 
molested. Their money gone, their foreman, one of their own number, not know. 
having deserted them, and the automobile driver who brought them here "We saw a big sign in a Seattle labor office," one said. "It read, 
from Seattle demanding $5 for transportation. they did not know what 'Five hundred Filipinos wanted to work in Wenatchee Valley,' or some-
to do this morning. thing like that, and now they don't want us, so we will go borne. I 

AT SMALL's REQUEST am going to ('atch a freight train to-night if they will let me. I am 

The Filipino laborers were brought at the request of Dan Small, man- dead broke, no food, and I'll have to get back." 
ager of the Wenatchee Packing Corporation. Small said to-day be THIRTY CENTS AN HOUR 
planned to open a night shift in his plant to-night, using Filipino labor- · Small said he agreed to pay the Filipino boys 30 cents an hour, 
ers on the apple peeling and coring machines. The 22 brought here by . explaining that women working on the machines receive a piece wage, 
his company, be said, were but a vanguard of the 80 or more be expected their average income being 30 and 35 cents an hour. The shift is 10 
to have on hand to-night. hours long, he said. 

Indirectly Small was warned last night that be should not start the Though both sides were dubious of the protection given the Filipinos, 
shift, bis informant declaring it was an un-American act and one that Chief of Police Evans said to-day : " They are American citizens and it 
would cause him considerable trouble. is our duty to protect them. The police will use every effort to keep 

The Filipinos were to be brought here and housed and fed by bis com- from having any violence, and order will be maintained." 
pany, ·Small declared. They were to be kept in the basement of the 
Woolworth Building, the quarters formerly occupied by the Salvation 
Army, he added. The company would provide quarters and food for the 
Filipinos, he declared, charging them for both. 

"We have not hired these men to replace a single white person," 
Small vigorously asserted. " They are not brought here to antagonize 
the white workers, but it is a measure of self-protection for us. We 
have but started the packing season and can't get help to handle the 
work. Approximately half of the pear pack is in cold storage still, 
about $24,000 worth of pears. 

"We can't take the women off the pears and we haven't enough 
women to keep all the apple machines working. Only 3 of the 10 
units are working now, and our storage bins and yards are full of apples 
that have to be packed. Many of them have been kept in the yard for 
more than a week." 

Small explained that Filipino boys would not be worked with white 
women under any circumstances. The women who come to the plant 
and want work will be put on tlle machines in the daytime, the Fili
pino workers on the same machines at night. 

0MAK WORKERS RESENT PRESENCE OF FILIPINOS 
OMAK, September 20.-Late last night groups of workers in pastime 

clubs and on the streets made the presence of Filipino labor in five Omak 
orchards their sole topic of conversation. Many threats were heard, 
and it is understood about 150 idle white and Indian laborers here are 
taking steps to organize against bringing in Filipino labor at this time 
when there is no shortage of help and therefore no emergency. 

Two truck loads of Filipinos were brought in Saturday night by local 
growers and distributed. Their presence was not known to local em
ployees until yesterday afternoon, but information was soon passed 
among those looking for jobs, and by last night the situation was tense. 

;r. S. Courtright, who has charge of the Omak employment office, some 
time ago refused to list any Filipinos for hire in his office, maintaining 
there was as yet sufficient white and Indian labor available in the valley, 
and be is personally opposed to their introduction into the Okanogan 
_valley. 

W. G. DeMarsh, secretary of the Okanogan Valley Horticultural & 
Traffic Association. late yesterday afternoon disclaimed any knowledge of 



1930 CO GRESSION L RECORD-SENATE 2593 
th(l pr nee of Flllpino in Omnk nnd declared the organization of 
which be is s cr tu.t·y had nothing to do wllh their lmportntlon and that 
h wn not respon lbl for their presence. 

'rower and hnrv ·t hand nllke molntntn there is no need of the 
Flllpinos at this time, tor there 1 no shortage of help. They are get
ting G cent a l>ox, nnd ye terday picked on an average of 75 boxes. 
They board th m · lv<>s. 

[From the Post-Iutelllgencer] 
l•'H, Jl' INOS GET ICY RECEPTION AT ASHM'IilR»--lMPORTEO FRUIT WORKERS 

', COJtl'f.lO BACK 0\ER BLFJWJ.~ PASS BY OMMl'ITEIE OF 150 CITIZENS 

CA u tERE, pl moor 19.-Attempt of a reputeu Puget ound fruit-
buying cone rn, buycrA of appl on tr . In or<'hard here, to import 
I•'lllplno labor to pick and pack their fruit, fatled last night when 150 

n hmer dltitrlct citizen m •t two bus load of the Filipino nnd e -
co•'t •d lh bus. s and th ir pnF eng rs back over Blew tt Pa s. 

'£h locnl "r c ption committee" was made up of orchard owners, 
fruit workl'r , and otll<'r a hmere citizens, according to information 
oiJtnluable thJ morning. 

Whil many of t be Flllptno appenred terror stricken while being 
e. ·cort d out or the vall y, ob rvers here ngr e there was neither vio
l nco nor tbr at or viol nee during the deportation. 

TOLD TO " KEEP COINO " 

b:~•rv(lr tnt d to-day thnt two Seattle bus e , lond<'d wltb between 
40 nnd 50 •lUplno , were m t at Dryd n, 4 miles w<>st of Cashmere, by 
about lGO ashm r men about 0 o'clock la t night. 

I>rlv(lr wer(• wnrn<'<l that their pn!'l n • r would not be allowed to 
get out of lhe bu s . fter aiJout 30 mlnut s, during which the local 

rowd llf:!! •rnbl •d nulomobll , the bu · ·es wcr ·cort •ll out of Dryden, 
buck ov r Blew tt Pn . On paR lng the summit, some 35 mil from 

nshmcre, th dl'lv •r!l w rc told to " k ep going " and to not return to 
thl vall y. It is b1lleved here the bu s s returned, with their pns en
g l'il , to • a tlle. 

These m n fiP nd their money locnlly, it Is argued, whereas the 
I•'Hlplnoa would wot·k s n onnlly only, live cheaply, and take their 
enruln • out of tb van y when finished. 

Ff:ELI. '0 no "Nl~O HIGH 

I•'t•cllng 1 running l1lgll throughout the \"alley here to-dny. Busine. s 
m n nntl orclu\rd owner npp ar as de ply concemed n fruit workers 
O\" t' the m!•na<'e of l!'lllptno lnbor. Thel'e, a was ugge ted, would 
dlspltl<'C mnny 1 cnl worker who muk their home here. Many own 
Rmnll lrnctR, which they op rnte, nod they are nvallnble to help in nil 
stng<' or the !rult ea on, ranging from cb('rrles to late appl . 

[l•'rom th Wcnntchee Dally World, ept mh r 19, 1928. Note : Ca h
mcr is 12 miles from Wenatchee] 

Fn,rt'INO~ ntV N FRO' VALT..XY RANCU BY ANGRY WORKERS-WHITES 

Ra· m TO ALLOW IMPORTATION OB' LABORERS 

ASJHfERE, <'Pt mber 10.-Twenty-ftve F1llplnos who lett Seattle 
Y<' t rdny morning by truck for ashmere, where they were to l>e em
ployt'd on the I•ltth A venue Orchard Co.' rnnche , are upposedly back 
in attic tl1i aft rnoon after a trip to Wenatch e Valley and buck, 
with very um tuy h r . 

The Fl11plnos nrrlv d la t night n llttl after 8 o'clock, and on 
r •nch1n~ th lr d tlnntlon on ·o. 1 rnocb of the Fifth Avenue Co., a 
cot•porntion controll u by klnner & Eddy, enttle, the company uper
tnt<'ndent nnd tho spok .'4Dlan of the gnng were informed by 50 or 60 
npple pick r , most of them trnn Ients who are here for the apple 
hun st but who have not ecured work yet, tllat "this valley was not 
n h nlthy plnce," nnd the be t thing they could do would be to return 
to tb •h· Hturtln point. 

Aflcr n short dlscu lon b tween lender of tbe apple pickers and 
upt. Eurl Dnb ock and the poke mnn for the Filipino the latter 

ht>tHI d b ck ov r tbe 'n~cndc · and were e corted pnrt way up Blewett 
Pu •' by ball n doz n or mor cars of "pickers." 

ALL PE...\CEll'UL 

Tho whol atralr wns p uc Cui and con umed very llttle time, but the 
dPlt•rmlnutlon of tho white picket· , wbo did not wo.nt " foreign " ' tabor 
cump ling wltb Uu!m, wns sufficient to convince the new arrivnls they 
wer not wnnt d in thi · ctlon. 

Agitation ngalnAt the FHiplno began y terday mornlng when a 
r port wus clrculnt d on th street of Cashmere thnt 600 of them 
wcr b lug Imported to work on the Fifth Avenue ranches tbl fall 
nod therefore no extra llelp was needed. 

Tho t<'port ·weiJt llke wild fir tbrou b the pool ball , where bauds 
tor the harv t congr gate untU they have s cured work, and agitation 
b gnu to spring up n •nlnst the i land r . First reports were to the 
ell' •t tllnt tb • men would art'lve by r ll and betw en 60 and 60 men 
w J'C gntbered nt tbe station wh n the Great Northern trnin pulled in 
at 4.17 p. m. No dcruonHtratton wns l:ll.g d when it b£>came known the 
Filipinos were uot on the tmin, but 1 aders of the gang que ttoned 
pnsAt•ngers. 

L "'II--164 

OI':J' AT tNDBX 

One report was forthcoming from a passenger and his wife tbat a 
carload of Filipinos had been on the train but their car had been 
witched otr at Index, a town on the other side of the divide. 

Tbi led others to make more inquiries and shortly after rumors 
wet·e circulated that the men would be brought over in stage later in tht> 
evening. 

About o'clock a stage load, with several private carload. of Flll-
pino , drove up on the main street, a.nd their spokesmen inquired tbs 
location of the Fifth Avenue orchards. After they were beaded west
ward to the ranch agitation grew rapidly and shot·tly afterwards cars 
packed to the running boards with " pickerl:l " beaded toward the ranches, 
where the ultimatum wns issued which caused tbe withdrawal of the 
men from the valley. 

BABCOCK EXPLAINS 

Earl Babcock, superintendent of the Flttb Avenue Orchards Co., 
stated to the Daily World last night that the Filipinos were being im
portt.>d to work on bill ranches where white labor bad always given 
trouble. 

" 'Whenever we hnve rain and picking becomes dl greenble we bav~ 
alwnys had trouble and white labor simply leave us with the apples 
on the tree . It was for the purpose of getting the crop orr the trees 
so that it could be old that we got the Filipino in," be said, "anJ 
we were paying them the going wages, 4JA. cents a box during the ~ea on 
and 5 cents if they stayed tt out.'' 

[From the Wenatchee Daily World, September 27, 1928] 
LABOil lJ 'ION HERE OPPOSED TO FILIPI "OS-SUGGESTIONS FOR PEACEFUIJ 

SETTLEMENT 01' ERIOUS PROBLEM Anm SOLICITED 

At a well-attended representative meeting of the Wenatchee Central 
Labor Uoton the following resolutions were adopted, representing the 
attitude of organized labor of Wenatchee and vicinity to employment of 
Filipinos: 

"\\"berea it 1 a well-known tact that the continued pro perity and 
future development of any city, State, or country depends upon the 
living standards enjoyed by the industrial workers, whether steady or 
en onal; and 

" Whereas the tate of Washington and the Wenatchee Vnlley are 
known unh·er ally as high a standard ns any, and better than mo t com
muniti<> ; and 

" Whereas the oppo ition to Filipino labor 1 · bnsed on llvlng standards 
and contrnct labor only, an.d not on any nationality, rnce hatred, charity, 
or any other 1 ue, but the self-preservation of our own native-born 
citizen , men, women, and children of this valley who will be compelled 
to look elsewhere !or a livelihood ; and 

" Wherea past experience of other cities that have indor ed the em
ployment of Asiatic labor have resulted in race hatreds, riot , and 
detrimental advert! ing and finally industrial stagnation; and 

" Whereas millions of dollars have been inve-ted in the rooming 
hou , hotels, meat market , grocery, department, hnrdware, and cloth
ing tores, amusement enterpri , and other industries that depend to 
a grent extent on the trade or the local and transient workers connected 
with the fruit industries for the thousands of dollars thnt are put iuo 
circulation dally by the the e workers; and 

'' Wherea the unemployment is at pre ent acute. The community 
cbe t is a neces ·ity, and plenty of help, both male and female avallable 
at a living wage: Be it 

rtRe olved, That the organized lpbor movement through the Central 
L:lbor Union invite su"'gestlons from all civic, fraternal, commercial 
organizations, or individuals toward a peaceful settlement of this most 
serious problem confronting this prosperous valley." 

CENTRAL LADOtl UNION. 

Mr. JOHNSO~. Mr. Pre ident, the latter part of the remark 
of the Senator from Maryland i entirely accurate. It i quite 
true that a ituation is developing in reference to Filipino 
laborers on the west con., t that may ultimately become more 
or 1 menacing. It is equally true, ir-and I have followed 
it only in the local pre , and because it was a local occurrence 
in plac with which I am entirely familiar-it i!'1 equally true 
that there have been some riots recently in the tate of Cali
fornia, and prior to that time I believe in other States; riot , 
I ay, u ing the term generically, b cau e the di. turbance 
scare ly rose to the eriou ness of riots. It is true that in those 
riots one Filipino, I believe it is a erted, has lo t his life, and 
one white man ha lo t his life. 

The reason for the difficulties that have arisen are twofold. 
The economic ituation enter intv them in one a ~pect, but there 
i another a pect too, that enters into the e difficulties in the 
W t, which, I think for the time being, it i a. well not to de
tail. Both contributing to the pre~ent . ituation make it obYious 
that we • hould take some notice of what is tran pi ring and, if 
we can, provide the means ultimately by which another ruce 
problem such as we have witnes ed in tlle past hall not occur in 
this country. 
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In so far as that is concerned, I quite agree with what bas 
been said by the Senator from Maryland. What has happ€ned 
in the nature of violence-not very great-in the State of Cali
fornia is unfortunate and to be deplored, but I can assure the 
Senator from :Maryland that the local authorities in California 
are well able to control the situation, and are controlling it for 
the full protection of every individual, Filipino or white, who 
may need protection. 

M:r. TYDINGS. Mr. President, the Senator is entirely right 
in that statement, and even the accounts which I have placed 
in the RECORD show that in each case, as far as it was possible 
to · do so, the authoriUes did arrest those who were guilty of 
inciting the riots or bringing bodily harm to the Filipinos. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, it is true that economic con
ditions contribute to what is happening. It is equally true, as 
I said before, that the peculiar propensities of the Filipinos 
contribute as well to what is happening, and it is indubitably 
the fact that, recognizing what may transpire, and the rapid in
crease in the number of Filipinos in this country, the Congress 
should deal with the subject in some fashion so as to preclude 
the possibility of difficulties which might occur in the future. 

In the House of Representatives there is pending a bill, in
troduced by Representative WELcH, in the endeavor to prevent 
the immigration of Filipinos to this country. I do not know 
how far it has been considered by the House or what has been 
done in respect to it, but I heard the representative of organized 
labor recently before the Committee on Territories of the Sen
ate, where the question of Filipino independence was pending, 
say that the great national organization of labor, the Federa
tion of Labor, favored that bill. I think I state the fact ac
curately, and the members of the committee who were present 
during the progress of the taking of the testimony will bear 
me out. 

Of course, something must be done. Whether the difficulty 
can be met by granting the Filipinos independence I do not 
know. I confess myself somewhat vexed by the situation, which 
is presented by the demand for the immediate independence of 
the Philippines, and I am perfectly clear that if independence be 
granted, it should be granted because of the love of liberty that 
lies in the heart of every American, rather than upon any 
theory by which any selfish interest thinks that it may profit 
because of that independence. 

I had no sympathy with the testimony to which I listened be
fore the committee of those who were willing to accord Filipino 
independence with the design thereafter of choking the Filipinos 
to death economically by a tariff wall or otherwise. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON. I yield. 
Mr. DILL. The Senator recognizes, however, that one of the 

most potent influences that has prevented a fair consideration 
of the love of liberty of which he speaks has been economic and 
financial considerations on the part of those who are interested 
economically in the Philippines. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Exactly; and to deny the Filipinos inde
pendence because of those selfish interests would, in my opinion, 
be as reprehensible as to grant them independence because some 
farm organizations come before us and say they want the Philip
pines given independence in ord.er that they may erect a tariff 
barrier against them t~ereafter. I have no sympathy with 
either view thus presented, and I hope the determination of the 
committee and of the Congress upon the question will be reached 
solely from a sense of justice, based upon what we have done 
in the past, and promises, if any, that we have made, and 
upon the desire to do that which any people ought to wish to 
do in relation to the aspirations of any other people seeking 
freedom at the hands of those who hold their territory. That is 
the attitude I have with respect to the matter. 

I recognize exactly what the Senator from Washington has 
said, that there are those who have business interests in the 
Philippines who would prevent independence in order that they 
may exploit the Philippines, and I recognize that that ought to 
have no place in the ultimate determination of the question 
before the Congress; but Whf\t has been presented recently to 
the committee is the very converse of that, the views of those 
who believe that by granting independence and thereafter eco
nomically throttling the Philippines, they will be able to make 
profit themselves. Each plea of that character should be elimi
nated from the consideration of this question. 

The Senator from Maryland may have no fear as to the 
safety of Filipinos in the State of California. Their interests 
will be safeguarded by that State. He need have no fear that 
any outrages wi1l be committed upon Filipinos there in any 
respect whatsoever that can be guarded against by the officers 
of the law or by the communities in which those people reside. 
They will be amply protected and safeguarded in every right 
they have. But the question which recurs is one ever recurring 

in our territory, which is the land of promise of certain races, 
where they seek, with their peculiar habits and their singular 
mode of living, different from ours, to supplant those who are 
part of the community, and who have made the community 
what it is. 

In addition to that, there is a peculiar propensity of our 
Filipino charges which manifests itself in a different degree 
from that ever manifested by any other race that has come 
to us. That propensity, of course, is one that arouses antago
nism and hostility among the people in the various communities. 
But the Fiiipinos will be fully protected. I want that to be 
fully understood. They will be amply safeguarded in every 
right and in their {l€rsonal safety and their personal liberty. 
California will attend to that. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, bearing upon the signifi
cant colloquy between the Senator from Maryland and the Sena
tor from New York relative to the constitutional authority of 
Congress to grant independence to the Philippine Islands, I may 
say that the office of the legislative counsel of the Senate has 
prepared a very illuminating brief on that subject. While it 
ayoids any definitive conclusion, nevertheless its weight of au
thority admits of no other interpretation than that the argument 
and the precedents .and the logic preponderate in favor of the 
proposition that Congress has the right to give the Philippines 
their independence. I am convinced that this is true. The 
wisdom of granting immediate independence without an interval 
of autonomous trial may be questionable. But I do not believe 
that its legality is questionable. 

While this brief was prepared originally at the request of the 
junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KING], I am sure he would 11ave 
no objection if it were made available for the entire Senate, and 
I ask unanimous consent that it may be printed in the RECORD 
at this point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 

in the RECORD, as follows : 
MEMORANDUM IN RE POWER OF CONGRESS TO GRANT INDEPENDENCE TO 

THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 

(By Charles F. Boots, office of the Legislative Counsel, January 13, 1930) 
This memorandum is submitted in response to your request of January 

10, 1930, for legal materials bearing upon the constitutional power of 
Congress to grant independence to the Philippines. 

1. POWER TO ALIENATE Tl!l.RRITORY 

It is well settled that the Government of the United States has the 
power to acquire territory. As early as 1828 Chief Justice Marshall 
declared " the Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the 
Union the powers of making war and of making treaties; consequently 
that Government possesses the power of acquiring territory, either by 
conquest or by treaty." (American Ins. Co. v. Canter (1828), 1 Pet. 511, 
541.) The power of the United States to acquire Porto Rico and the 
Philippines from Spain was not questioned in the insular cases. (See 
De Lima v. Bidwell (1901), 182 U. S. 1.) And in Wilson v. Shaw 
(1907) (204 U. S. 24, 32) the court said, speaking of the power of the 
United States to acquire sovereignty over the Canal Zone: "It is too 
late in the history of the United States to question the right of acquiring 
territory by treaty." An examination of the cases discloses that the 
power of the national Government to acquire territory has been vari
ously based upon the war power, the treaty-making power, and the power 
resulting as an attribute of sovereignty possessed by every independent 
nation. 

It would seem that, i! in the exercise of its sovereign powers the 
United States may acquire additional territory, the same sovereignty 
would include power to dispose of territory. It is true that there is no 
express constitutional provision granting power to the United States, 
or any branch of the Government thereof, to alienate any portion of its 
territory, unless it be the power given to the Congress under Article IV, 
section 3, paragraph 2, "to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States," which will be later considered. But neither is there 
any express provision permitting of the acquisition of territory; and yet 
since the beginning of the Government the power has been recognized by 
all branches of the Government of the United States, it has been exer
cised on numerous occasions, and has been several times sustained by 
decisions of the Supreme Court. It is also true that no territory 
indisputably under the American flag has ever been alienated, although 
in the exercise of its treaty-making power the United States has, on 
numerous occasions, made boundary adjustments with foreign nationS;. 
However, these treaties may scarcely be designated as treaties of cession, 
but rather of recognition, although it has been declared that any case 
involving an adjustment of a boundary must include a cession of sup
posed rights to territory by one or the other party. Some of the 
treaties involving adjustments of boundaries have even used the term 
"cede." (See Malcolm, Philippine Constitutional Law. 2d ed., p. 171, 
note 74.) For a discussion on the general power, see Crandall on 
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'l'rl"'tfleR, ctlon no. where the author upholds the power ot the United 
'tat H to ced territory. Judg Malcolm's work, sectlon 67, contains a 

full di CUS!iion or tbc 1 gnl pbnSC:3 or the question of the right of the 
nit d • tnt s to ccd tile Philippine I. lands to a foreign power and 

vigorously upholds tbat right. Th author ays: 
"IC koV rei uty p rmit the United States to secure additional do

main, conv r··ely, the nme corr Intive right of overeignty must permit 
th Unit ll tate to dh;pose of it.s territory. If the President can ini
tlnt•• a trl. ty to annex t rritory and the ena.te can approve the treaty, 
obviou ly th Prekluent nnu the ennte can, by the nme mean , cede 
t rrltory. Wbll ucqulsltlon ill naturally mor pl nslng to Imperialistic 
pntrfotlt~m than cc !on, the Intler 1 legally just ns constitution I. The 
hlght't' lnw or nallonnl xpedJcncy, ben tits, or nece lty must govern 
the t.lt•o.llng or one country with another. As the United States Su
pr<'m' out·t bns Hnltl: • It certainly wns intended to confer upon the 
Govet·nrnPnt tbt• pow r or s 1!-pres<'rvatlon.' What other great nations 
hnv1 don , the Unlf d tate~ can do.'' (M'alcolm, op. cit., p. 170.) 

The mo t exhaustive at·gument that ha b n found again t the power 
to ali<'nato territory 1 contained ln an article by Daniel R. Willln.ms in 
the lrginla Lnw Uevlcw lor November, 1!)25, and reprinted in the 

ONORl-'.'RIONAL RE ORO or .Aprll 16, 1926 (67 CO OREI:JSIONA.L RECORD, 

7~ 15). 1.'he author dentes the power of the Uuited tates by any of its 
ttgf'ncl s to allennt(' t •rrltory . oncc acquired by the United States except 
by con~tltuUonal am ndment, nltbougl.t tbe article is directed partlcu
lnrl) to th ow •r ol ongr s to alil'natc territory. The conclusion of 
th • uulltor thnt the rl•lll to nllcnate :overeignty must come from the 
p oplt~ In th form ot n lOD tltutionoJ. amendment would apply equally 
to o.lll•n. tlon of tctrltory by tr aty or by any otll r mC>ans. or tllis 
dl cu 11lon I'rofe11 or Willoughby says : 

"The best argum nt with which tbe writ r Is familiar in denial or 
the right o! Congr •II to g1·aut tndept•ndence to the Philippines or to 
othf'r nr a nod tb<•lr inhnbltant similarly circum tanced is that or 
DnnlPI U. Williams in an article contributed to the Virginia Law 
R Vl!'W. 

"'l'hc fnct tbat the I>htllppine !~<lands have not been, by Congr s, 
1 hworporut d • into the nit d tat :~ i without constitutional signifi
canc •, for it 1 lncont tible that, by the treaty with pain, they were 
brou~ht under tb' over ignty of the nlted tat s. That Congres bas 
not h t•n •xpr !I· ly given the power to alienate tel'ritory which has come 
or b t•n bL·ought under American ov r ignty 1 equally certain. Cer
tain l:;o iii it thn l th!.'r hns b en no judicial pronouncement that Con
grt> b H tht <'On tllutlonal power, tor there has ~n no exercise by 

ongr sA or ·ucb a power, and, therefore, no opportunity for its judicial 
xarnlnatlun eYen were lt pos:lble to rnl e the point in ~uch a manner 

ns to ennblP. or comp 1 th courts fo pn.. upon it. Mr. Daniel is, 
howev r, abl to a<lduce certain judicial tatem nts which p6s ibly imply 
tbnt ongr •ss bn not th power In qu stion, nnd he, a well as Mr. 
Irntr hlld, nt· nl>l to adduce c rtnln stat ment of public men at the 
time or th adoption of the Constitution. and e pecially in the Virginia 
rnllfylng conv ntion that the Con tltution wa. not to be construed ns 
grnntiug 1 he pow r. It carcely n <'d be said, however, that tbe e 
judicial dicta nr<' obiter, and that statements made by particular in
dlvhJual in th tnte conv ntlon of a particular tate at the time the 
Constltntlnn wa. adopted bave no controlling authority. Mr. Willinms, 
bowl•V I', lnys empha~l upon the prop . itlon that, in the United State , 
thP ultimate sover t~;nty 1 In th people, nod that, when territory is 
acqulrt·d by the nited tate , 1t i held in tru t for their benefit; and, 
th l' •for , tbnt th y bould not be d prlv('d of that right except by an 
expr :-~a cou nt thereto given by them to Congre . Here, again, 1t is 
to 1J obt<erv d that these dicta are obiter, even it they can be held to 
Rtttt ! n lt•gal rnthcr than a moral obll"'atlon, or dl n •. oclated from the 
fact.H ot t.lt en In which th y w re stated, or from the particular 
circum ·hiD<'<'S ·urrounding the p t•ticulnr terl'itorl<'S which the courts 
bad In mind wh n making them." (Willoughby on the Constitution of 
t h { nllt•d tates, vol. 1, 2d Ed., pp. 422, 423.) 

Wlllt u •hby (op. eft., s c. 317) bn n 1 ngthy discus ion of the power 
of t lw l'nlt d • tnt s to ali~nnte t rrltory under the treaty-making 
power. ~'he author tber coo, ider the statements made by the Su
JH'Nne 'ourt on th qUNitlon, together with other authorities, nod 
mah H the following broad conclu ion : 

" In nccordanc wilh the principles alr ndy laid down in this chapter, 
th author o! this tr atl e is or the opinion that the United States has, 
tht·ouglt lt!i tt'Paly-roaklng Ol'gan, the constitutional pow r, in cases of 
n <' 'Rt;lty, to all nat a portion or, or the euttre territory or a State or 

tu.tf'H. The a me r •a onlng which up ports the power of the United 
ll\l('., n a sover lgn powPr in tnt •rnational relation , to annex terri

tori •:-~, 1. sufficl nt to !IU!:Itain it power to part with them, even hould 
th<· r u o pnrt d with be o. part ot one of the States or include one 
or more of tll m" (p. 576). 

Scl~ nlRo, the remarks of 'enator W .u,sn or Montana, made nt the 
tlmr thl' Isle of Illn' lt· nty wn befor the <'Date {1\fnrcb 13, 1925, 67 

oNmtxssroNAL Rr. nno, 19-!lt). .'enator WAL ·u argues in support or 
tb power of the United 'tatt' to surrendt>r territory by treaty. Com
par . tbe remat·k o! Sl!nntor Reed ot Ml8SOUr1 (March 13. 1923, 67 

Co ·onzsslONAL R~:coan, 199), questioning the right of the nate and 
the Executive by treaty to allennte territory of the United States, and 
suggesting that in the alienation of territory Congress must act. 

As bas been suggested, decisive judicial authority upon the power of 
the United States to alienate territory is lacking. In Downes v. Bidwell 
(1901) {1 2 U. S. 244), Mr. Justice White argued that the United States 
could not by treaty sell or trade away any portion of territory, whether 
within a State or Territory, which has been "incorporated" into the 
United tates. The argument applies only to territory which is an 
1ntegral part of the United States and would not be applicable to the 
Philippine Islanus, which have been held not to be incorporated terri
tory. .A.li;o, it is to be noted that Mr. Justice Brown 1n De Lima ~. 
Bidwell (1901) (182 U. S. 1, 197), one of the same series of cases, 
remarked that when territory is "once acquired by treaty tt belongs to 
the United tate , and is subject to the di position of Congre ," and 
Mr. Ju tice White later on in the opinlon referred to above admitted 
that in ca e of a calamitous war or the necessity or the ettlement of 
boundat·le " it may be that citizens or the United State may be 
expatriated by the action of the treaty-making power, implied or 
e:xpre~ Iy ratified by Congres ." 

In Lattimer ~. Poteet (1840) (14 Pet. 4), the Supreme Court upheld 
a treaty of the United States with an Indian tribe whereby, in the 
cour e ot a boundary adjustment, there was ceded to the Indians an 
area claimed by n State as its own. 

In Kent's Commentaries, volome 1, page 167, note f, that eminent 
authority ay : 

"The better opinion would seem to be, that such a power of ce slon 
of the territory of a State without it consent does reside exclusively 
in the treaty-making power, under the Constitution of the United Stutl•s, 
yet ound di cretlon would forbid the e:xerclse of It without the consent 
of the local gov(>mment who ar interested, except in cases of great 
nece. ·slty, in which the consent might be presumed." 

Mr. Justice Story, in answer to a letter addre:sed to him by Edward 
Everett, the Governor of Ma.s acbusetts, asking the opinion of Mr. 
Justice Story concerning a resolution of the Ma achusetts Legislature 
pre!iented to Everett for his signature, in which it wn declared that no 
power delegated by the Constitution to the United States authorized the 
Government to cede to a foreign nntlon any territory lying within the 
limit or a State of the Union, replied that be could not admit 1t to 
be universally true that the Constitution of the United States did not 
authorize the Government to cede to a foreign nation territory within 
the limits of the tate, since such a cession mirrbt, for example, be 
indl. pen able to purchase p£>ace, or might be or a nature calculat d for 
the snfety of both nations or be an equivalent for a like cession on the 
other ide. (Willoughby, op. clt., p. 575). Story also declar d that 
Chief Ju tice Marshall was of the opinion that the treaty-making power 
did extend to at least some cases of cession of territory. 

It is to be noted that many of th<'se authorities suggest that territory 
itunted within a State may be ceded, even without the con ·ent of the 
tate. This, of course, would eem to strengthen the case of tho e who 

support the power to alienate the Philippine Islands, which are not 
within the boundaries of any State and are not e>en an integral part 
of the United tates. 

Reference has heretofore been made to the provision of the Con ti
tution authorizing the Congre to dispose of and make all needful rut s 
and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to 
the United tates. William , in his article cited above, ta.ke the posi
tion that this provision of the Constitution contains no authority for 
the as~ertion of any power to alienate "sovereignty" as di tinguisbed 
from "ownership," and cites numerous dicta of the Supreme Court in 
support of his contention. Of this argument, Willoughby says: 

"The argument which Mr. Williams makes that the power to alienate 
is not contained in the grant to Congress of the power • to dispose ot 
and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States' would be a tt·ong one 
if the interpretation of this provision were approached as an original 
proposition. It is the opinion of the author of this treatise that a 
proper interpretation of this constitutional provision would restrict its 
appllcation to the proprietary rights of the United tate in the property 
within territories subject to the jurisdiction of the United tate as well 
as in the States of the Union, but the fact is that tbe Supreme Court, as 
wlll be later shown, bas t·epeatedly nnd definitely committed itself to 
the propo ltion that this grant relates to political or jurisdictional 
rigbt ot the National Government as well n to proprietary rights. It 
would eem, then, that, giving to the provi Ion this political as distln-
uit-~hed from merely proprietary sJgnification, lt would follow that the 

power granted to Congress to 1 di pose' of territory belonging to the 
United States implies not merely a right to sell the land or other 
property of the United States, but to release the political , overeignty or 
the United States over ·uch territories by sale or ces ion to another 
power or simply by withdrawing its own sovereignty and thus recogniz
ing the independence and self-sovereignty or such territory." ( Op. 
cit. 423.) 
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2. POWER TO GRANT INDEPENDENCE TO THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 

The foregoing citation of authorities bas been principally upon the 
question or the cession of territory, meaning thereby cession to a 
foreign power. Obviously, the question of Philippine independence 
can not be directly settled on any theory of cession, for until inde
pendence becomes a fact there would be no sovereignty with which the 
United States could deal under the treaty-making power. However, 
if it be true that the United States has the right to cede to a foreign 
power territory once belonging to the United States it could scarcely 
be questioned that the United States could release its sovereignty and 
recognize a part of this territory as a free and independent govern
ment. On this point, Judge Malcolm asks: 

" If other sovereign powers can recognize former portions of their 
territory as independent, because forced to do so, why can not the 
United States, as a power of equal rank, recognize the Philippines as 
a republic, because she wishes to do so?" (Op. cit., p. 181.) 

.And Willoughby, concluding his discussion of the power of the 
.United States to alienate its territory, says: 

" The constitutional right of the United States to bring what has 
formerly been alien territory under its own sovereignty by other 
processes than through the exercise of the treaty-making power, or 
as incidental to the waging of war, being established, it may be as
sumed that, could the question come before it in such a manner as to 
be judicial, that is, nonpolitical in character, the Supreme Court, by a 
parity of reasoning, would hold that Congress has the power to release 
territory from beneath the sovereignty of the United States-alienation 
being the correlative of acquisition. · 

"Leaving aside, however, the foregoing observations which have 
been in the nature of a rebuttal of the arguments of those who would 
deny to Congress the right to release sovereignty over territory that 
has once come under the sovereignty of the United States, and ap
proaching the matter from the affirmative side, it seems clear to the 
author of this treatise that the constitutional right in quest ion can 
be sustained as a right 'resulting' from the fact that, viewed inter
nationally, the United States is a sovereign power, and, except as 
expressly limited by the Constitution, is to be viewed as possessing 
within the field of international relations all those powers which, by 
general international usage, sovereign and independent States are con
ceded to possess, and that, among such conceded powers is that of 
parting with, as well as acquiring, political jurisdiction over terri
tory. The propriety of resorting to this attribute of national sover
eignty as a ~ource of constitutional authority has been earlier dis
cussed, and further applications of the doctrine appear in connection 
with the discussion of specific matters, as, for example, the exclusion 
and expulsion of aliens, the penalizing of the counterfeiting in the 
United States of the public securities of foreign States, etc., and it 
will be sufficient here again to quote the language of the Supreme Court 
in the case of MacKenzie v. Hare in which it wa.s held that Congress 
might, upon reasonable grounds, deprive American citizens of their 
status as such. The court said: '.As a government, the United States 
is invested with all the attributes of sovereignty. As it has the char
acter of nationality it has the powers of nationality, especially those 
which concern the relations and intercourse with other countries. We 
should hesitate long before limiting or embarrassing such powers.' " 
(Op. cit., pp. 423-424.) 

Speaking directly to this question, Judge Malcolm makes the follow
ing observations : 

"When w~ endeavor to resolve the question by means of authority, 
we gain little additional light. .As before remarked, Mr. Justice Taney 
expressed the view in the Dred Scott case that territory is acquired to 
become a State of the Union, which, of course, conversely means that 
territory is not acquired in order to be relinquished for independent 
existence. One should, however, recollect in connection with this case 
that it went upon the assumption that the right to acquire territory is 
derived from the power to admit States, that this is the only case in 
which this proposition has ever been accepted, and that it is counter to 
the opinions of Marshall and a long list of jurists, and has since been 
judicially ignored. Remembering aU this, the language of Taney, 
whether dictum or not, loses its force. The most authoritative expres
sion of judicial opinion on the other side is that of Mr. Justice Brown 
in the Insular cases, where he suggests that the Philippines and Porto 
Rico ' might be permitted to form independent governments.' .An .As
sistant .Attorney General of the United States, at the request of the 
Committee on Insular .Affairs of the House of Representatives, rendered 
an opinion holding that the Philippines could be made independent." 
(Malcolm, op. cit., PP. 176, 177.) 

For a discussion of both sides of the question of the power of Con
gress to constitutionally grant independence to the Filipinos, see 179 
North American Review (1904), page 282. 

3. METHOD OF GRANTING INDEPENDENCE TO PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 

Admitting that the United States may withdraw its sovereignty from 
the Philippine Islands, there remains the question as to how this with
drawal shall be accomplished. · There is very little authority on this 

poin~. Judge Malcolm inquires "And if Congress, or its agent, the 
Pres1dent, shall recognize the Philippines to be a sovereignty, how long 
on such a political question would a litigant have standing in court?" 
The reference to the President as the agency of Congress doubtless 
means the President acting pursuant to legislative authority, and thus 
construed the statement apparently suggests a legislative act as the 
proper means. Moreover, Mr. Justice Brown, in De Lima v. Bidwell 
(1?01) (182 U. ~· 197), remarked that when territory is "once ac
qmred by treaty, it belongs to the United States and is subject to the 
disposition of Congress." 

Unquestionably, if the granting of independence is based upon the 
power to dispose of and make rules and regulations respecting the t er
r~tory of the United States it will require legislation by the Congress, 
smce that power is granted to the Congress under the Constitution. 

Professor Willoughby, concluding his discussion on the principal ques
tion, observes : 

" It is to be repeated that the foregoing discussion has had exclusive 
relation to the alienation of .American territory by other processes than 
the exercise of the treaty-making power. That, through an exercise of 
the treaty power, American territory may be alienated is abundantly 
clear, as will be later shown. Of course, however, this power could not 
be availed ?f if the United States should decide to grant full independ-. 
ence to the Philippine Islands or to any other area, for, in such case, 
not until such independence became a fact would there be any other 
sovereignty with which the United States could deal by means of a 
treaty. In other words, the United States could, by a treaty, recognize 
the independence of the islands, but 1t could hardly be held, as a 
logical proposition, that the independence owed its existence to the 
treaty." (Op. cit., p. 425.) 

And as bearing directly UI!OD the method of disposition, Willoughby 
says: 

" Should territory be alienated to a foreign ·power, it would seem 
that this would have to be done by treaty. Should, however, the 
alienation be by the way of granting independence to a particular tel'ri
tory, as, for example, Porto Rico or the Philippine Islands, this could 
be done by joint resolution." (Op. cit., p. 576.) 

It would seem to be only logical that, since the treaty-making power 
may not be resorted to, owing to the lack of an independent severeignty 
with which to deal, legislative action would be the only solution. It 
would scarcely be contended that a concurrent resolution of the · Con
gress, requiring no executive approval, would suffice. Nor would it 
seem appropriate or competent for the Executive of his own volition to 
release the sovereignty of the United States, although it is to be noted, 
conversely, that the sovereignty of the United States over the eastern 
Samoan Islands apparently rested upon the acceptance by the President 
of the cession made by the chiefs of those islands, until the Congress 
enacted legislation during the Seventieth Congress accepting, ratifying, 
and confirming the cessions. 

Supplementing the little authority there is bearing upon the question, 
some support for the competency of release of sovereignty by legislative 
action may be found in the precedents for thus annexing territory, as in 
the case of Hawaii and Texas, and, more recently, of eastern Samoa. 
The annexation of Texas by joint resolution may be justified under the 
power granted to Congress to admit new States into the Union, but 
this, of course, could furnish no precedent for Hawaii. Of the Texas 
and Hawaii cases Professor Willoughby has this to say: 

"Though it thus appears that territory may be annexed without tbe 
consent of the people, 1t has not yet been shown that, in fact, a legis
lative act is constitutionally adequate for the purpose. It bas been 
shown that the admission of Texas by a joint resolution of Congress 
directly into tbe Union as a State could be justified as an exercise of 
the power given to Congress by the Constitution to admit new States 
into the Union, and did not, therefore, establish a precedent for the 
annexation of H~waii. To the author's mind the annexation of Hawaii 
by legislative act was constitutionally justified upon the same ground 
that the extension of .American sovereignty by statute over the Guano 
Islands was justified, namely, as an exercise of a right springing from 
the fact that, in the absence of express constitutional prohibition, the 
United States as a sovereign nation has all the power that any sover
eJgn nation is recognized by international law and practice to have 
with reference to such political questions as the annexation of ter
ritory." 

* * • * • • • 
" The question as to the constitutionality of the annexation of Texas 

or of Hawaii has never been directly raised and passed upon by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. In fact, however, the court bas, 
of course, impliedly recognized the validity of the annexation, both of 
Texas and Hawaii, in every case in which it has enforced the laws of, 
or Federal laws relating to, these territories. That the point has not 
been directly raised is due to the principle uniformly declared by the 
court when the point bas, in other instances, been raised that the ter
ritorial limits of sovereignty is a question the decision of which by 
the political branches of the Government is absolutely binding upon its 
judiciary~ (pp. 429-430). 
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In <'Onformity wltb your r qu ,·t thl. memornndum expre. e no opin

Ion upon thr coustll utlonul qu tlons invoh·cd, but mE.'rcly pre: nt 
twrllnC'nt lE'gll mntet'lnlR from th~ nutborltic ; and In the latter respect 
dO<'~ not p\trport to b exbuu tivc. 

Ht->nl'ct1'ully lltthmilt d. 

pend nee, but the ~enator from Maryland [Mr. TYDING 1 has 
call d the attention of tbe 'enate to the murder of a Filipino 
in California, which ha" precipitated orne uiRtu -~ion. In rela
tion to the pr ence of Filipino· in the United "'tate-s, tbe 
bearinu · before our committee have di closed that there are 

rtARLES F. BooTs, 68, 0 Filipino here, ~·om 13,000 of them in the State of Cali-
A 118istar~t OQun l~ Office of tllc L<'oisltttive Ooun-8cl. fornia. The representati-ve f union labor, M1·. Hu:-:bing, in 

Iron. wu,I.IAM n. Kt!'lG, di cu .·ing the matt r before our committee, called att ntiou to 
llnltcti 'tate., • rnate. the fact that emigration mi:rbt be controlled by the quota regu-

J NO.\RY 13, 1030. lation~ of the immigration act ~o that our Gov rnment could 
Mr. DILL. ~Ir. Pr :iclent, I wa very mu ·h intere ·ted in the control the character and the kind of immigrant that orne 

~tntt•mcnts of th .'t>untor from .. Inryland [Mr. TYDING ] and b re frt m v ry portion of the world. By pre·\'iou legi. lation 
tht• .·tutl'lll •nt~ of th • ~enutor fr m 'alifornia [Mr. Joa.- N] we had re._ tricted A. iatic entQ-. but at the re~ent time and 
rcgnrcliug the devclopm nt of the moYcmeut for Filipino ind - until ind pendence l · granted to the PbiliPI>ines there can be no 
p •tulcn •. Lu ·kily, tlwr ltuve b n uo . riou · riot in the control OYer this va~t aiH.l increa ing immigration to the United 
Stale of Wul:ihin~tou. But th condition~ that brought about· tntes from the Philippine I land . 
lh riots in <.:alifornin xist in a 1 H='er degt·ee in the tate I It i · true, a the euator ft·om Califoruia [:\Ir. JoHNSON] 
repr ,, · ut. aid, that the ubj ct may drift into a lower piau than that of 

Whil• I HYmimtlliz nnd agree fully with th high plane on lib rty and redeeming a national promi ·e. Onr committee 
whi ·h th • · uator fr m .,alit'ornia would place tbe ubject of ha~ alread~· b ard from the three great national farm organi
l!'llipiuo hul 'll •nll•nc· , I can not ·lose my eye to the fact that zation. of America a.::king for Philippine independence. ·we 
the renxon why tile Iuw that was paR <'d granting the Filipinos hav heard from the !!Tent national dairy organization~. \Ve 
th JH' s •ut g-ov t'llm nt:Jtl ~;tutu whi ·h they enjoy failed to have beard from union labor. We are now bearing from the 
giv • inch pend ne in it. provi~ion::; tb n, vrimarily be ·au ·e of manufachuer of the United tates. It is an acute , ubject, 
1inau •ial <!Onsi<lcration.. on t be part of tho: who were inter- which ha added to it tbe elfi~h motives of protection a de
e: ted in .xploiting tb • Philippin ~.;, ·cribed by the •enator from 'alifornia, but that ,·elfl. h motive 

ll wn: m~· privil " as a 1 mber of the other \) dy to have n • hould n?t ob ·cure eli cu. ·ion of the fundamentals of hone ·ty, 
pnt·t in th • llltN ug f thnt bill, ancl the r ason why it wa 1m- the keepmg of a national promise, the violation of a promi ·e, 
}lOs. lbl • to provid in that 1 •gi ·lation for the independence of the expre:sion of our Pr id nt and of our gr at m n upon 
th • Philippiu ~;-; at u c· rtain .tal d time, n provided in the the suhjN:t. 
• •uutc IJUl, wa• that tho· who were r presenting people who The matter cam up during the tariff debate and the di 'lin-

had flnmwial int rest. in th l.'hilippin ~ by which they bop d gui hed • cnator from Nebru.::ka [1\fr. NoRRIS] was about to 
t <lev!'lop and ('XJlloit th m made it 1mpo:sible to put uch a ad<lres. the "'enate upon the ubject when the nator from 
lWO\i Ion in th hill. onnccticut [Mr. Brl'mHAM], the chairman of the Committee on 

I think it is only natural that tho ·e who have a ftnan ·ial 1.'erritorie~ and In~ular Affair!'. ro. e and ~tate<l to the enate 
intt•r xt in th' Pltilipvin · bein~ ghen their ind pendence, a that in his opinion that wa. · not the tim or the place to inter
WPlJ us thC\R who hn ,. a financial int r Ht again t uch inde- ject tb ·ubject of Philippine independence. 'l'be enator from 
)>eud n , \\ill pr · }nt their ase and will argue it and will have .1. T bra ka then took hi eat b cau e that s emed to ati fy him 
their innu n · ln th d dHiou of that que:tiou. that the matter would be brought before the enate this ..;e iou 

I think th matter of tb immigration of th Filipinos to thi and would be di. cu ·ed and pas 'ed upon. 
c·ouutry is a mo~t : rlous c·onsi<leration. They have not only Mr . . r'rORRI '. Mr. Pre. iuent--
aff .etcd th lubor Hituotiou in the or<:bard. and in the field in The YICE PRE !DENT. Doe"' the Senator from Mi~ ourl 
the <·omttt·y dL trict · of th 1•acitl· c a ·t ,'ection of the country, ~'ield to the • enator from ... ·ebraska? 
llut tlWj' ure enter in the in<luRtrie.' of tbi. ,. ·tion of the United l\Ir. HA. \VE. . I yield. 
Stale: ns well. 'l'h olor cl ra(·e hnve be n . omewbat inclined Mr. ~ ·oRRI . I would like to add to what the Senator ha 
to ncecpt t h po:it ions nil ott d t th .m by th('ir white brother :aid that on that occa ion I accepted the promi ·e of the chnir
tn r •t·tuin intlustrl s and · •rtaiu actiYitie:. We are all familiar man of the Committee on Territories and In ·ular Affair that 
with lll fu<.'t that th Pullman port r:; on the trains of tbi th matter would be con id red by the committ e and reported 
•otmtt·y Hl' pra tically cntir ly of the color <1 ru ·e. Tb('y cern to the Senate so the S nate mioobt have an opportunity at this 
to muke ('. cell •nt porters. 'l'h y ·eem to be willing to do that ' ~ ion to vote upon the qu tion. I accepted that promis and 
kind of work. Yet I find that on tb railroad train!": running a~reed then not to pu ·h the amendment or to ay anythincr 
from Ghkngo ('ll. l a c nsid rabl numb r of Filipino 11ave com further about it, becau.-e I r nlized it was not the right place 
iu ntHl btk n th pia· •s of the color d I>Orter:-;, ancl I am informed to di .. ·cu s it on the tariff bill. But I a ert again that it was 
lllut lh 'Y se<:ur tho.:e pia<· : b cau:e the~· are willing- to work the only opportunity we had, that the committee bad not 
at a lo v r wag than th poor pittanee-und I cnn not d . cribe brought in any report, that they had pigeonholed the re olu-
it by any oth •r t •rm-tllnt i. paid the color d men by th tion, and when I wa a" ured by the chairman of tbe committee 
Pullmnn 'o. that a report would be made, and that we would at thi se ... ion 

I thiuk tbnt is a s riou: con._·ideration, when the color d be given an opportunity to vote on the question of Philippine 
1> O[Jl , who nr ' llling t do the work they are doing, hould independence, I accepted it and agreed to .. ay nothing further, 
hav • '''<'n those {)osition. taken away from them by tbe Fili- a.nd I ~aid nothing furth .r and took no further action on the 
)liU<n; who eom h re. I think the~e on.'i<lerati n nece '.mrily uhject o far a· the tariff bill i concerned. 
will t•om into u di, ·us, ion of the qu ·tion of I'hilippine inde- 1\Ir. IIA WE . Mr. President, I ee that the enator from 
pend('ll(' . onnecticut [Mr. BING II M] is pre ·ent. I would like to a. k 

I have b u for th • ind pend n of th Filipino v r ince the enator from Connecti ·ut if be has tbe arne understanding 
I lliHlPrstood th lr r llltion to this country and understood of the f'Ubjl'ct that the euator from .rTebra. ka hnd-that i., a 
tb ir <1 :ire~ \lllll r the JH'inciples of our Gov rnment. But I vromi:e to bt·ing in the m<'asure this se ·ion and se ure a vote 
lutv found it irnvos~ihl to g tall Memb r of ongres to con- upon it? 
t-:itl<'r I h • mutter •utir •ly on th basi~ of th que.'ti n of liberty .Mr. Bir.GHA 1. Mr. Pr •. ident, my under.tanding was stated 
mul th ri •ht: of mt>n, nnd have found that fiuuncial con ·idera- exact!~· by tb enator from Nebraska. We have already had 
tions enter into Uti prohl<'m. When th qu' tion eom up two long hearing~. The first part has b en publi. ·heel. Others 
tho:-;e of n: wllo ur au.·iou. from the :-;tanupoint of the love of de ire to b heard in tbe near future, and another hearing will 
lli><~Jt,,· of m u, from the :tnndll iut of ju ti · nnd equalitY to be had on th 3d of F bruary. Still other have a. ked to be 
all m '11 ,,. rywhere, will in vitubly bring forward the economic heard on the lOth of February. I hope we can complete the 
Ul'gumcntH thnt will •ombnt the cconomi • argum nt made by bearings by tbe lOth of February, but we are now in the process 
tho~ ou the oth r ·i<l who, by preventing independence hope of holdin~ b arings. .·ome pf'ople n long wny off de ire to be 
to gain tltum<•inl n<lvanta •c. ' heard. At' the ..;enator from _ TebrMka know·. my int ntion was 

It·. l'r ~itlent, I do not want to tnlw more time on this now, to hohl bearings during the fir :t part of December, but by 
but I could not . lt :.-;il nt nn 1 r Crain from e -vres ing my view r qu ::-t of our fr:eud · from the Philippine who could not get 
an<l giving v<!nt again to m~· •arn ·t hope thnt the 'enate may h~1·e until after Chrh;tmu ·, the first bearh1g~ w re held in 
hnv opportunity to vote n the qu lion, an<.l that we will do accordance with tlwir con'\" •nience. Tho:e who favor ind -
juHti ' . to tho ·e people lu that fur-away part of the world, a.nd penllence have be<:u ~v n a full opportunity to ·tate their 
giv them the ·am right w hnve always cru ,. >cl for ourl'elve~, view. , and thos wbo are oppo:-ed to independence will also be 
tl1eit· right to lutv their own government unclcr their own giYeu a full OPl)Ortunity to expre:-; their views. As soon as 
control. ma.y be thereafter the bill will be reported to the ennte, either 

1\Ir. ll \.WE . Mt· Presid •ut, it wa not my intention at this favorably or unfavorably, or with amendment , as the com-
tim to addr ss tll euulc on the .. ·ubject of Philippine inde- mittee may determine. 
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Mr. HAWES. While we were holding hearings on the subject 
it was a little remarkable in the element of time. Notice was 
given in the Senate Chamber by the Senator from Connecticut 
that hearings would be held. We held one hearing and then the 
chairman adjourned the hearings for a week. We had anotJ:.ter 
hearing and then the chairman adjourned the hearing for an
other week. At the last hearing the chairman gave notice that 
he would call another meeting of the committee. I know of no 
more important subject than this, a great national subject, and 
why we can not have continuous hearings day after day, as we 
do on other subjects, and conclude the matter so that it can be 
brought before the Senate is something that I can not under
stand. I am under the impression, Mr. President, that the 
delay has back of it the purpose of delay. Manufacturers want 
to be heard and already propaganda has been started against 
Philippine independence by a little group in New York City, 
who put human liberty, national promise, and economic conflict 
aside because they believe they might sell a dollar's less of 
goods to the Filipinos. 

I understand we have the promise of the chairman of the 
committee to give the Senate an opportunity to vote at this 
session upon the question of Philippine independence, and I am 
entirely satisfied with the promise. I am glad the chairman of 
the committee has repeated it so there may be no misunder
standing about it. 

GRAND RIVER CONDUIT 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I report back favorably from the Com
mittee on Commerce without amendment the bill ( S. 3152) to 
legalize a combined sewer and submarine cable constructed 
under the Grand River near the pumping station on Market 
Avenue at Grand Rapids, Mich., and submit a report (No. 145) 
thereon. This is purely a routine authorization for the con
struction of a municipal conduit under Grand River at Grand 
Rapids, Mich. Inasmuch as there is some urgency in the matter, 
I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor
mation of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the sewer with cable ducts constructed by 

the city of Grand Rapids, :Mich., under the Grand River near the pump
Ing station on Market Avenue at Grand Rapids, Mich., be, and the same 
is hereby, legalized to the same extent and with like effect as to all 
existing or future laws and regulations of the United States, as if the 
permit required by the existing laws of the United States in such cases 
made and provided had been regularly obtained prior to the construction 
of such sewer with cable ducts : Provided, That any changes in said 
structure which the Secretary of War may deem necessary and order in 
the interest of navigation shall be promptly made by the owner thereof. 

SJCC. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex
pressly reserved. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amen,dment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CONSTRUOTION OF RU&AL POST ROADS 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, there is on the calendar a bill, 
Calendar No. 140, which should be passed immediately. I will 
ask the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] if he will permit us to 
take up Calendar No. 140, House bill 561'6: It has been passed 
unanimously by the House, and the Senate Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads have reported it unanimously with 
amendments. All of the States are interested in it. It is to 
provide that the United States shall aid the States in the con
struction of rural post roads. Some of the roads on account 
of :floods we have had . over the country are now in very bad 
condition. I do not think consideration of the bill will lead to 
any discussion. I would like to have it taken up and passed 
now. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, we have been in session an 
hour now and not a word has been said about the tariff bill, 
which is supposed to be before the Senate. I have no objection 
to consideration of the bill mentioned by the Senator from 
South Carolina provided it does not lead to discussion. 

Mr. BLEASE. If it does, I shall withdraw my request. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5616) to amend 
the act entitled "An act to provide t~at the United States shall 
aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for 
other purposes," approved July 11, 1916, as amended and sup
plemented, and for other purposes, which had been 1·eported 
from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roags ,witp. amend-

ments. The first amendment was, on page 2, after section 2, to 
insert the following as section 3 : 

SEc. 3. Section 6 <>f such act of July 11, 1916, as amended and supple
mented, is further amended so that the limitation of payments which 
the Secretary of Agriculture may make is increased to $25,000 per 
mile, exclusive of the cost of bridges of more than 20 feet clear span : 
P1·ovided, That the limitation of payments herein provided shall apply 
to the public-land States, except that the same is hereby increased in 
proportion t<> the increased percentage of Federal aid authorized by 
section 11 of the act entitled ".An act to amend the act entitled '.An 
act to provide that the United States shall aid the States in the con
struction of rural post roads, and for other purposes,' approved July 
11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other purposes," ap
proved N<>vember 9, 1921, as amended. The provisions of this section 
relating to the limitation of payments per mile which the Secretary 
of Agriculture may make shall apply to all funds heretofore appro. 
priated and available for payment to the States on the date of approval 
of this amendatory act and to all sums hereafter appropriated for car
rying out the provisions of such act of July 11, 1916, as amended and 
supplemented. 

So as to make the bill read : 
Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes of carrying out the provi

sions of the act entitled "An act to provide that the United States shall 
aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for other 
purposes," approved July 11, 1916, and all acts amendatory thereof and 
supplementary thereto, there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not oth€rwise appropriated, the following 
additional sums, to be expended according to the provisions of such act 
as amended: The sum of $125,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1932; the sum of $125,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1933. 

SEC. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated~ 
in addition to the authorization approved in section 1 of the act of May 
26, 1928, the additional .sum of $50,000,000 for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1931, to be expended in accordance with the pt·ovisions of the 
Federal highway acts and all amendments thereof and supplementary 
thereto. 

SEc. 3. Section 6 of such act of July 11, 1916, as amended and supple
mented, is further amended so that the limitation of payments which 
the Secretary of Agriculture may make is increased to $25,000 per mile, 
exclusive of the cost of bridges of more than 20 feet clear span : Pro
vided, That the limitation of payments herein provided shall apply to 
the public-land States, except that' the same is hereby increased in pro
portion to the increased percentage of Federal aid authorized by section 
11 of the act entitled "An act to amend the act entitled 'An act t.o provide 
that the United States shall aid the States in the construction of rural 
post roads, and for other purposes,' approved July 11, 1916, as amended 
and supplemented, and for other purposes," approved November 9, 1921, 
as amended. The provisions of this section relating to the limitation of 
payments per mile which the Secretary of Agriculture may make shall 
apply to all funds heretofore appropriated and available for payment to 
the States on the date of approval of this amendatory act and to all 
sums hereafter appropriated for carrying out the provisions of such act 
of July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented. 

SEC. 4. All acts or parts of acts in any way inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act are hereby repealed, and this act shall take effect 
on its passage. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, what is the bill? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the title of the 

bill. 
The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. FESS. Is this the bill that carries $125,000,000? 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 
Mr. BLEASE. It is a House bill unanimously reported by the 

Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Mr. FESS. All right; I have no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the additional 

amendment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Renumber sections 3 and 4, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 

is agreed to. 
'l.'he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 

be read a third time. 
Tbe bill was read the third time and passed. 

PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT IN MONTANA 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed 
in the ~coRD an editori~l f~o~ the Helena Independent of the 
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23<1 In tnnt relattve to prohibition enforcement in 1\fontnnn and 
Unlt~d 'tat District Attorn y W llington D. Rankin. 

1.'hcr b ing no obje<!tion, the editorial wa ordered to be 
prht t .d in the RECORD, n follow : 
[EdHorial from lhe Uel na (Mont.) Independent o~ Thursday, January 

~3. 1930] 
WHAT D TD Y WA 'T! 

From the II lena v nlng paper w 1 aro thnt " Republican leaders '' 
nr . H king to have a ucce ·.or nppolntt'd to United tate District 
Attorney elllngton D. Rnnkln, wbo. e term wlll expire soon. The 
dlHpntclt do<> not intimate who th :-:e "1 nders" are. We bad supposed 
thut lr. Rankin was one of tb<> lend I'S lllmF; If, having defeat d half a 
doz n or more "ll'ad r " for th • gub rnatorial nomination in 1928. 

Rut a sumlng that ther nr Bome "lmd rA" or ncar lenders or tenth 
cnt·bon copi , of lenders trying to displace .Ir. Rankin, this newspaper 
won<l t· what th Rl'publi un l,utty want , anyway, and who does the 
party de ire to have di place Ir. Rankin? 

l't'h ldl'nt Hoover is committed to continue every ertort to try out the 
"noble x:perlm •nt" call d prohibition. If the "lead rs" mentioned by 
th Montana Record-Herald are in accord with l're ld('nt IIoover, they 
had ll t ter tudor lr. Unnldn !or reappointment. The fact that they 
ar ct·ctllt d with tt·ying to dlsplac him would indicate that Montana 
R publicans are not in ·ympntby with .rr. Hoover and his Anti- nloon 
Lcngu administration. 

tr. nankin hn certainly made a r cord in pros cutlng tho ·e charged 
wtlh violation of tltc llqnor laws. It h doubtful whether the Repub
lltuns could pick a candidate !vr eli trlct attorney who would be as 
vlgornu and a Jndu tt·tou a Mt·. H.ankln in hi pursuit ot bootlegger 
aud In nc •. fully abo tlng or padlocking places where liquor i said to 
bnv be('n sold. 

Ar th Republican " leaders " trying to displace Rankin to be con-
lei rrd "wet'' ? o they want a let-up in padlock proce dings, fearing 

bulf the bu inc s prop rty in lontana cities will ba.v F"deral abate
ru nt uotic posted on their doors? If they want to ee the liquor laws 
mor(' op nly violated and bootie gin~ get less attention from the district 
attorney, they will continue to look for a succes or for Rankin; but tt 
t bf"y want to help Ilcrll rt Hoover, JUJ.·('nce True Wil on, and Bi bop 

aunon, they wlll urg .Mr. Rankin's reappointment. 
As for tbe Indep<>nd nt, it could carcely be ask d to indorse Mr. 

Rnukln. lie is too efllcient in tbe pt·o ecution of people who are charged 
with 1 norlng th "nob! . exp •rlm('nt." We would like to ee a di trict 
attorney who would r ru e to pro ' cute nny p r on or per. ons charged 
wlth lllng intoxlcatlng Uquor to any Federal noop. Perhaps the Re
pnblllnn "lender " nrc in agre mcnt with this ncw:c~paper and are 
d t t·mined to have a dl lrict attorney who will slow down on pro ecut
tng the ma.ll oliendcrs a&"ll.lnst U.1c prohibition laws. If that is their 
id'N\, w arc with them, but the chances are the .Anti-Saloon L ague 
will loom up as having more to ay about it than the anonymous lead rs 
of rcpublicaolsm In Montana, and nankin will go back on the job. 

THE LEA UE OF ATIONS 

Mr. RAN DELL. 1\Ir. Pr ident, I wi h to call the attention 
of th <'nate to an admtrabl articl from the pen of Parker 
Thoma M. on, ntitl d " The Leagu 'urviv It Ob.~equie " 
\ bleb appeared in the New R public of the 22d in tant. Mr. 
M on de crib in n most inter . ting way the fir t 10 years of 
th L ngue of Nations, which wa cr ated January 10, 1920, 
uncl r the 1 au rsbip of Woodrow Wll on. This world combine 
1'or J nee bas 54 m •mber , embracing all the gr at naUons of 
1he arth except nu. in and the nited tate , and its accom
plishm nt bave be n v ry remurkubl 

Mr. Moon ays: 
· m to b mnldng the dl covery that 

what Woodrow WU on fought for at l,nrl nod died for in Wruhington 
was, nd 1. , n world-wid attempt to realize America' noble t ideals. 
Mn.ny a name wlll be :f'orgott n by hi tory before that of the Pre ident 
ot th Unit d tate who earned tbe grat ful recognition of mankind 
as "Founder of the Lengu of Nations." 

He continu s: 
St•cr tary Kellogg at 1 ngth announced out• willingne,s to "cooperate 

!rcf'ly, fully, nod helpfully with the league in matters of genuine lnter
nallonnl cone rn," and Mr. IIoover hn reaffirmed the policy. • • • 
Am ri a can not o.rtord to be voiceless in international economic legisla
tion ; stlll 1 can we afford to be " not present " in humanitarian and 
scientific meetings. 

The 1 ague-
nus prov"d Itself to be the most etrectlve me<'hnnl m yet devi ed to 

promote the cttl ·ment of dl putes before th y reach the tnge ot arous
ing nn trresi, tlble war spirit. It ha s ttl('d di put" involving great 
lJOwcrs as w 11 na dJspute among small power . 

Th problem of coop r•ttion would, of course, be much simpler it the 
nttcd tates were a voting member o! the League of Nations. I do 

not venture to predict bow soon it will happen, but I nm convinced that 
the United States will e;entually find membership and lender hip pref
erable to cooperation. The prodigal parent will return. 

1\Ir. Moon bas made a valuable contribution to one of the mo t 
important ubjects confronting the world, and I invite the care
ful perusal of bi article by eYery lover of peace. 

I ask that it be printed in the RECORD in connection with my 
remarks. 

There being no objection, tbe article was ordered to be printed 
in the REOOn.o, a follow : • 

[From the Ne\v Republic, January 22, 1930] 

THII LEAGUE SURVIVES ITS OBSEQUIES 

To say that its fl'iends have expected too much, and its enemies too 
Httle, ot the U!ague of Nation , would be the approved manner of pref
acing an attempt to be judicious about the league's achievements dur
Ing these pa t 10 yea!' . One might, however, say the oppo ite. J ola- 1 
tionist , who dreaded the learue as n "super tate," imputed to it more 
trength and more ma terful way than it has yet displayed. On tbe 

other hand, many friendly optimi. ts undere timated the actual develop
ment o! economic and humanitarian activities at Geneva. "Almost 
nobody dreamed,'' Ar. David Hunter Miller records, "how busy the 
league would have to be." 

s a matter of fact, the league has surpri. ed many of its friends and 
most of its enemie . It has made prophecy ri. ky. Doctor Stresemann 
mu t have miled a be pre ided over the League Council, i! he remem
bered the olemnity with which it bad been predicted that the league 
would bP but a league of victors against ;anquisbed. Nor bas the 
league wholly fulfilled the hop of those who regarded the covenant as 
a charter of Utopia. It ba not even ju. tified the expectations of en a
tor Lodge! A. for Pre.ident Hardin"', who lamented too soon n.ud per
hap too cheerfully the deml~>e of "the failed Leagu of Vcr ames," the 
suppo ed corp··e survived not only it ob equie but it mourner. 

What vitiated many early verdicts wn a mi taken belief that the 
lNtgue was au utter novelty. Hoped for at Pari in 1919, conceived at 
V('rsailles the same summer, legally created on January 10, 1920, and 
born in the flesh six days later, the infant was no babe in swaddling 
clothe , but a group of grizzled diplomat , meeting together to the Salle 
de l'Horloge, exchanging compliments nod holding a brief council ses-
lon. At it inception, the league con ist d of men wbo brought with 

them into that historic room generations of militarl m, secular national 
aims, imperiali ·m, and ancient boundary feud . • ucb a league could 
b no uper tate, when its memb r were ultranatinnallsts. It could 
not end imperialism. It was no Mc,siah. It was an organlzatlon of 
experience([' men attempting to olve old problems by a new tecbniqu('. 

'l'bere was al o a new spirit. Sacrifice and disillusionment bad com
bined to revolt the hearts of million again. t secret diplomacy, im
perialism, and war. A watchful Welshman bad seen tbe new spirit of 
the masses and attempted to be its spokesman, in the amazing addl'es 
on war aims which be dellv red on January 5, 1918; but with gr ater 
sincerity and courage Woodrow Wil on had succeeded where Lloyd 
George tnlled. Perhaps never to history bas a great ideal won such 
immediate acclaim. Though, for a time, it mny have seemed too fl'agilo 
to endure the violence of the pence-making and the buffet of party 
battle , in reallty It was so stron"', so vital, that it ba emerged from 
the ord('al and is now l'evolutlonizlng world politics. 

It may be that in law the lea~ue i based upon the first 26 artlcl s 
of the Ver ·ailles treaty. Hi torically, however, the league rests also 
upOn this pirlt and upon certain realities of modern transportation, 
commerce, finance, and statecraft. certain long-term tr nds of history. 
Their influence upon Geneva i what o many friend and critics of the 
league were at first slow to percf'ive. 

Two of the e trends have contribut d greatly to the vitality of the 
league. Had their nature been ~ttPr under toOd, Pre. ident IIardiug 
would never ba ve mistaken Geneva for n. mortuary chapel. 

To begin with, there is something that mny be called "po itlve tnt r
natlonall m "-that i. to say, international cooperation In the po ·iUve 
tn k of peace rather than in t.he negntion of wnr. Thi was not the 
purpo ·e envisal:!'cd in ome of the early drafts of the covenant. The 
bulk of the covenant is concerned with other matters. Yet no fewer 
than 7 of the 11 principal department or sections of the Geneva S('Cre
tarlat fall under tbi beading: Economic and finanC'lal, communications 
and transit, henltb, intellectual cooperation and international bureaus, 
ocial que ·tion and opium traffic, mandates, n.dmini trntive questions 

and miuoritie . They account for much more than half of the league' 
activity and a gl'eat deal of its ucce s. 

Two propositions regarding this positive internationalism are almo t 
elf-evident. The fir::;t is, that it is the nece. ary concomitant of 

modern mean of transportation and communication. It is not an nr
tlfi tal cr('atfon of Vel'l)aille or G neva. The steam.hlp, the railroad, 
the telN~rapb, wireless, the automobile, tbe airplane, radio, each in 
turn bn nee s itut •d international ngre>em<>nts. Modern communica
tions bad begun to create a practical internationalism before the league 
wns born. They would continue to do so if there were no league. That 
Is no slur on the league's utility, but a proof of it. 
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Steamship, railway, automob1le, and telegraph have knit so close the 

world web of commerce, finance, and labor as to make international 
economic legislation a growing necessity. Even before the war there 
was a world-wide network of commercial treaties and agreements on 
such matters as traffic across frontiers, publication of customs tariffs, 
standardization of weights and measures. • • • Since the war the 
trend has become more obvious and more compelling. That ta why 
the league's economic and financial organization and the organization 
for communications and transit, as well as the international labor 
office have outgr~wn initial expectations. · 

The second proposition is that such cooperation has been greatly facili
tated by the organization and technique of the league (and the Interna
tional Labor Office). Progress before the war was hesitant, inefficient, 
spotty, because for eac~ new problem it was necessary first to persuade 
the officials of some national foreign office to take the initiative in 
calling and arranging for a conference ; because conferences too often 
lacked information and discussed ill-prepared plans ; because conferences 
so often adjourned leaving no permanent organization to press for 
ratification and fulfillment of signed agreements. The league's per
manent staff or secretariat and the associated expert commissions and 
committees are not only in a better position to provide systematic initia
tive for needed measures, but they collect data, supply documents, iron 
out preliminary difficulties, prepare agenda, and provide impartial secre
tarial service for the conferences which the league so frequently calls. 
Moreover, the league supplies the continuing organization, to watch 
over the ratification and execution of agreements and to worl• for their 
improvement and extension. In short, the league represents a signifi
cant improvement in the technique of constructive diplomacy. 

The results achieved through this Geneva technique are too many and 
too specialized to bear summary here. One can only give instances and 
suggestions. The financial rehabilitation of Austria and Hungary was 
an achievement difficult to imagine before it happened. The health 
work of the league is widely known and popularly appreciated, but what 
needs emphasis here is the contrast between the modest pre-war labors 
of the International Office of Public Health, established in 1907, and 
the aggresive warfare waged against disease by the health organization 
of the letigue since 1920, fighting typhus in eastern Europe, distributing 
telegraphic reports of epidemics in far eastern ports, sending out wire_ 
less broadcasts during the European influenza epidemic of 1926, grant
ing scholarships for the study of particular diseases, investigating infant 
mortality, standardizing antidiphtheritic and other serums, and organiz
ing exchanges of public health officials. 

In greater or less degree one discovers Geneva has speeded up neces
sary international action in the most varied fields. A glance at the 
latest list of agreements and conventions concluded under the league's 
auspices affords some idea of the number and range of projects which 
have already been written into treaties-commercial arbitration, cus
toms formalities, communications and transit, standardization of eco
nomic statistics, prevention of counterfeiting, removal of certain import 
and export restrictions, transit cards for emigrants, traffic in women and 
children, suppression of obscene publications, abolition of slavery, the 
munitions traffic, an international relief union. • • * 

If my two propositions are granted it is clear that in the field of 
economic and humanitarian cooperation the league has been reinforced 
by a vigorous trend <>f contemporary life, and has in turn strengthened 
that trend. The combination is happy. To expect not only its continu
ance, but its progressive expansion, does not seem unduly sanguine. 

Turn now to another potent factor which has lent strength to the 
league. The conference method of preventing war, one of the principal 
ingredients of the covenant, was by no means new in 1919. It had been 
employed in Metternich's concert a century before; it had prevented an 
Anglo-Russian war in 1878 and afforded an exit from the Morocco crisis 
of 1905; Sir Edward Grey bad used it successfully in the Balkan crisis 
of 1912-13. Had there been time to arrange a conference in 1914 it 
might have prevented the World War. 

The covenant appropriates this device as the league's chief .method 
of preventing war. Arbitration and judicial settlement, to be sure, are 
prescribed by article 13 for the peaceful settlement of disputes based on 
treaty rights and international law. But until the scope of interna
tional law is much further extended, most <>f the dangerous inter
national conflicts are likely to be conflicts of policy on matters which are 
not yet subject to law. For these political disputes article 15 provides 
the conference method; that is to say, any such dispute if "likely to 
lead to a rupture " must be submitted to the council <>f the league. 

The council as a stanUing conference has notable advantages over 
most other '(orms of conference for the settlement of disputes. Above 
all it exist!,. It does not have to be improvised in time of crisis ; its 
composition does not have to be agreed upon by formal diplomatic inter
changes. To convene the Algeciras conference on Morocco in 1906 re
quired about six months. By way of conn·ast, when a telegram from 
the Bulgarian foreign minister announcing a Greek attack reached 
Geneva early Friday morning, October 23, 1925, the secretary general 
of the league was able to arrange by long-distance telephone for a coun
cil m.eeting on Monday afternoon. Even before the actual meeting a 
telegram to Greece arrived in time to prevent an attack, scheduled to 
begin early Saturday morning, on the Bulgarian town of Petric.ll. 

A second advantage possessed by tbe council is information. Llovd 
George's Genoa conference discovered its ignorance after it met a~d 
summoned experts to hold subsequent consultations. The league, bow
ever, has a permanent secretariat to supply data and has almost made 
a fetish of expert investigation as a preliminary to negotiation. To 
some extent it substitutes facts for diplomatic bluffing. 

It might also be argued that the council is effective because of its 
extensive powers under articles 10 and 16. Practically, however, article 
11 has been more useful. On going over the rather long record <>f dis
putes brought before the league one discovers that the council has 
refrained from employing the military sanctions and economic boycotts 
of articles 10 and 16. It has either persuaded tbe nations in contro
versy to accept a solution, or it has managed to keep them arguing, but 
at peace; or it bas refused to interfere. In general, it bas relied upon 
investigation and conciliation rather than upon force. 

The record shows further that the council has had six or seven con
spicuous successes and a larger number of rather dubious triumphs. I 
would rank as outstanding victories the Aaland Islands controversy be
tween Sweden and Finland in 1920-21, the Jugoslav-Albanian boundary 
crisis of 1920, the Upper Silesian conflict of 1921, the Memel question 
in 1923, the C<>rfu crisis of 1923, the l\1osul contest in 1924-25, and the 
Greco-Bulgarian border skirmish in 1925. Victories, be it observed, not 
necessarily for even-handed justice, but for peace. Perhaps Poland was 
favored in Upper Silesia, Britain in :Mosul, Italy in Corfu. Would the 

· old diplomacy have been more just? 
Several cases have been settled out of court; several boundary dis

putes arising out of the peace settlement have been decided by the con
ference of ambassadors with the council's acquiescence ; a number have 
been referred to impartial commissions ; a few have been left unsettled. 
For instance, after the World Court refused an advisory opinion <>n the 
eastern Carella dispute, the council desisted from interference between 
Russia and Finland. Hungary and Rumania have been allowed to draw 
out interminably their debate on the property of Hungarian optants. 

The disputes in which the league has shown a notable reluctance to 
intervene have been those concerning colonies, Latin America, Russia, 
and certain features of the Paris peace settlement. Sagacious readers 
will easily divine the reasons. 

This record brings us face to face with some of the realities of world 
politics militating against the league's success. One is imperialism, still 
too prevalent and too powerful to be dealt with in drastic style. Hav
ing a number of imperial nations as members the league bas naturally 
been inhibited from interference in Morocco, Nicaragua, Haiti, Egypt. 
It bas even turned a deaf ear to Chinese pleas. 

Nevertheless the league has already bad a significant influence upon 
imperialism, and may exert more in the future. The mandates system, 
compromise though it was between Wilsonian principle and allied an
nexationism, marked an important forward step in principle and prac
tice. The principle is that at least the mandated colonies are to be 
held as "a sacred trust of civilization," not as possessions for selfish ex
ploitation. The practice is the rendering of annual reports to the coun
cil, and through the council to the international group of colonial 
experts forming the permanent mandates commission. It is easy to 
point out 11aws; instances of misgovernment, economic discrimination, 
exploitation. It is true that the mandates commission has no real 
authority and has been prudent even in its role of critic. To my mind, 
however, it is most .important that four of the world's imperial govern
ments are learning to renuer account of their stewardship to the public 
opinion .of the world. 

Besides imperialism, other forces must be taken into the reckoning. 
Militarism, for one. The league has so far been disappointingly un
successful in carrying out the disarmament pledge (article 8) of the 
covenant. The convention drafted by a league conference of 1925 on 
the international arms traffic has been ratified by 7 nations, and a 
protocol against poison gas and bacteriological war by 16. A draft 
convention on the private manufacture of arms has been considered. 
Statistics have been published, and committees have held innumerable 
meetings. Yet the general disarmament conference so long planned and 
so often deferred is still to be held. 

Indirectly, however, the league's disarmament discussions have bad 
several results which may prove to be of inestimable value. They have 
undoubtedly helped to strengthen public interest in the problem. They 
have revealed, for Europe at least, the vital connection between dis
armament, security, and arbitration. If the abortive Geneva protocol 
of 1924 was one result, the successful Locarno pact of 1921'S was another. 

The realization that drastic reduction of armament is unlikely until 
nations feel more secure, and that security requires improvement of 
the peaceful machinery for preventing war, has stimulated a variety of 
valuable projects. It inspired a series of extremely interesting studies 
which took shape in the ninth assembly's plan for a model ti·eaty and 
the tenth assembly's proposal for a general convention to tighten up 
the league's methods of preventing war. It was one of the reasons for 
the tenth assembly's decision to build up a radiotelegraphic station to 
speed up league communications in time of crisis; and for a like purpose 
it has been proposed that airplanes on league business be assured free 
passage. 
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'l'h !IIIIDC' train of thought 11 . back of the model treaties on arbitra
tion und conclllntlon r conun IH.I >d by thl' ninth n .. <'mbly. It bn; led 
iudh· <•tly to the draft conven lion fot· financial n · IMtnnc to states vic
tim or nggn •slon. 

l\Inny of lh<'. matter. nr !~till projects untriPd by upP.rlence, thongh 
formulutC'd In the light of l':xperlcnce. If, howev<'r, the minds of stntes
m n nnu pcoplC' continue to wurk nlong tllc~e lines, the grip of mili
tarl. m upon tb world wlll n suredly be weakened. Nothing can be more 
fatui to C'. c • 1\• lumaml'nt tban a nne realization thnt ecurlty de
P<'nds prlmnrlly upon p rf ctlng tbe mean of ·eltllng dh:putes without 
wnr. 

'l'o llllP rlallsm and mllltnrl m we may add nnHonali m as n third 
tnC'miJ r ot' nn unholy trinity. R<'ckle nationall. m left postwar Europe 
scurrt'd with lii!W lJoundnry dl ·pute . n w Al ·nc >-Lorrain s, new minority 
proiJl<'m.·. Th~'S rNna1n, orne of thew lncvlt.fiblc; orne, mockeriet> of 
juHliCE'; some, peril to pcuc<'. 

'rh<' lei\1-:UC llntl b •n niJlc to make a few readjustm<'nts, a in Upper 
• 11 . In, Rurgenlnml, M rn 1, and .Tnworzinu; and it hns atrord d some 
prott•ctlon to rnlnorlt iN; in n t rn and c otrnl Europe-ju t how much, 
tlw pl'ivnc•y of th proc dur nnd tht- v ry nature or the problem makes 
H dlllkull to ·~tlmnt . But th• h·aA'ue ha not frt>ed Au trlan South 
T.rrol from Ituly, or returned 111 aur Ra ·in to Germany (although 
li't·ant{. now !l • m dlspo:t>d to muk the return), or rr.. tored Danzig to 

crmn ny, or a tt mpt<'u to r<'meuy Yll riou. obviou. ioju. tic s in the 
boundnrl >. or th(' RllCC('H Ion Rtnte.. rltlc. who have d<'nounced the 
l •ngn~' for unctlt'ylng tll inlqultl H of YerPnlll s, t. Germain, ~ cuilly, 
nncl t h<' 'l'l'lttnon, have h •en tlllnklng In ldeali tic, but not eminently 
pt·act tcnl t •rm.. 'l'lwre l on Hufll •I nt r n on why tbe league could not, 
In thlM pu. t <lcx:ad..,, und rtakc radical revision of the boundaries so 
r Ct'Jltly umwu. J.Jvcu tlt atmo!lphere of neva could hardly be e:x
P<'CtP11 to induct• tmch tmm dlatc xhllnrntion on tb<.' part of French, 
Itnllan . PollHh, ('z •cb, and Rumanian ·tntc men that they would ea ily 
r:mrt'l'll<ic•r the . poll. of victory. · 

Artlcll' 10 of th covenant, tltipulatlng that the a . cmbly of the league 
mny •• nclvll; • th r consideration'' of trent!·· which have become "inap
pllcnhle ·· and th!' "con'~lderatton of international conditions who e con
tluuuncc might ,udun • r the p nee of th w riel," ba remained a dead 
lNtPr from 102 , wh€'n Peru and Bolivia attempted to invoke it, to 

020, wl1€'11 hlnu. recUr t<'d att ntlon to tt ~ Importance. Its value as 
a. sufc•ly vnlue mny yet b demonstrat d. 

Dudng u d cud th lnrg t Eut·opeuu nation has remained out ide the 
Jenpur. Ru.·:lnn 1 ad r bnvc been frtmkly ho. tile or contemptuous 
toward Gen >va. Hu luo pnrtldputlon In the preparatory commi sion 
on dl~•nmnmcut f rv d only to r~vcal mor clearly tb gulf between 
en t<•rn und wr~;tern Europ . ommuni t fears that the league would 
a t n tl. cupltnllst conlltlon ngnfn t Itu. in have o far proved empty. 
In n•allty, th • 1 ngu hnR bnndl<'d Ru .. la wltb gloves. On the other 
btuul, t11 feat'S of a Bol hcvlst attack on we.-tern Europe, or of a 
Hu 1!0· ermuu at tnrk, have b n ~>Om •whn.t cnlm d by nhno t 10 years 
or p nc . tlll there p rsl t an uncNtainty about Ru ·la which will 
duuht I , erv , parnd :xirnlly, to imp de European disarmament and 
Hlmultaneou~ly to str ngtb n the resolve or bourg ols governments in 
wl' t •rn and c ntrnl Europe to r ron in peaceably unit 'd in the league, 
1 ~t by dl uulon tb y xpo c them elve · to attack. 

With th one oth t' lsolal d great power, the lea~::ue' relations have 
vu~tly improv d during this cv ntful decnde. Ench year more merl
cnn MCI m to b mnldng th dl. cov ry th t what Woodrow Wil on fought 
for o t Pnrlfl nncl dh'd for In Washington wn , and is, a world-wide 
atl mpt to r ull~e Amerlcn'H noblest ideals. Many a name will be 
forgot lt'n by bll:;tory b~forc that of the Pr luent of th United States 
who cnt·ncd the gnlt •ful recognition of mankind as " Founder of the 
L a •uc or Nntlon ." 

At tbl; ulstanc of yl!nr we can recall with more amusement than 
shl\mC the droll <.':ttrnvncnnc to which lsolntionl.'m led the Harding 
ndmluh;tratlon-th fn11ur of tbe tate Department to acknowledge 
league <owmuolcntlons during the first half y ar; the tron mission of 
optum-trnffi • lnformntlon to the 1 ague through the Dutch Government; 
th ft•nr of conf r'nCC!I ven ou innoc nt ~conomlc toplc ; the temporary 
nmn('sln r garding the courag ou ly helpful pnrt which the United States 
bact form rly played in International conference . 

TlH n came the era. of "unofficial ob ervers." The tate Department 
teull7.l'U the ucccsxity of contact with the humanitarian and economic 
work of tb l!'ngue, but stlll felt constrained to maintain at least a 
ftcUou of isolation, pt.>rbnps for the benefit of certain enators. 

l'rc · ntly the fiction was dh1card d as regards conference on customs 
formalities, disarmament, import and export re~trlctfon , opium, and 
varlou other matt rs. ccrctary Kellogg at length announced our wlll
lngu s to "coop rate fr(' ly, fully, and helpfully with the 1 agu in 
matt r'l of g nulne International concern," and Mr. Iloover has reaffirmed 
thl' policy. Tb s prom! llave not yet be n wholly fulfilled, but the 
r cord of the past v n year affords good rea on to anticipate that 
trnlglllforwnrtl official cooperation will lncr aslngly be substituted for 

side-window ob crvatlon nn<l back-stairs diplomacy. America can not 
ntYonl to b vole le s in int rnntlonal economic Iegislutlon; stUI lt'ss can 
we nfl'ord to be " not present " In humanitarian and scientific meetings. 

The Root formula of 1929 and the Pnrls pact open up important 
av nue of rapprocht'ment. The form r bolus out a bright pro ·pect of 
enabling us to join the PN·manent Court of Internationnl Ju tice. Is it 
too much to hope that in ome future year we may also join the 
nation!;, now 40 in number, which have ign~d the "optional clause'' 
giving the court compul 'ory jurl•dit:tion over their ju~ticiable di ·putes? 

The Purls pact for the renunciation of war openH up broader problems 
cone rning our attitude toward war prevention. Literally interpreted, 
the Recond article of the pact goes furth r than the covenant in re
nouncing not only liDjust war . ll the CO\·enant doe', but even wars for 
the enforc{'ment of arbitral decLions or other ju tified claim.. It re
nounc , too, the riaht of duel in matt{'rs on which world opinion is 
dlvidNl. lienee, the r ·olution pa . . -;ed by the tenth ns <'mbly on eP
tt.>mher 24, 1929, providing for n committee to draft anwndments har
monizing article 12, 13, nnd 13 of the covenant with the terms of the 
pact. 

It the lMgue has indicated n willingne s to cooperat with the United 
tntes regarding the pact, what of our attitude? It has been well 

argued that morally the United States can hardly sell arm or provide 
raw materials and food to n nation which violates the pact (and the 
covenant)-in other words, that the United tates can not be strictly 
nPutral in ca e the pact should IJe broken. orne official 1ndlcntlon ot 
our policy toward pact brenker would doubtle s afford tremendou reli~f 

at Geneva, ti·engthen the league' war-prevention plans, di::;courage 
war brC'eders. and simplify the problems of naval dl .. nrmament and 
ft• <>dom of the seas. The chief obstacle seem to be a reluctance to 
adopt rigid pledge , a "doubt as to the possibility of defining nggres ion, 
and a desire that we llould decide our own course in any cri is, instead 
of following the league's lead. 

Th e obstacles may grow less formidable in the next decade. A 
careful peru a.1 of the league's publi 'bed committee reports on the sub
ject, together with a study of the league's record, ought to convince any 
open-minded render that the league sy tern is not by any means o rigid 
a one might uppo ·e. and th t th re is little likelihood of the council's 
attt.>mpting to apply boycotts or other sanctions again t un aggr~s or 
unlc s the en e i so clear as to leave small room for doubt as to either 
the justice or the t':xpedlency of the action. In such a case, would the 
State Department at Washington be likely to believe that the "aggre~r 
sor " was innocent, the victim guilty? 

It does not require a very bold flight of imagination to conceive that 
the e:tabll hment of trans-Atlantic telephone service and of a league 
wirel ss station may make it po lble tor Washington and Geneva to 
hold long-range but timely consultations before either takes a definite 
stand in a 'vnr crisis. If on consultation they should find them~elves 
happily In agreement, cooperation might be desired as much on this side 
of the Atlantic as in Geneva. 

However, such cooperation may be effected. tt will do more than a 
dozen cruisers to increase the secm·ity of the United States, as well as 
that of other nations. The league machinery may not be effective in 
ca e the great powers should be aligned in coalitions determined on war. 
But it has proved it elf to be the roo t efl'ective mechanism yet devised 
to promote the settlement of dl.'putes before they reach the b.lge of 
arousing an irresistible war spirit. It has ettled disputes involving 
great powers, as well as di pute among wall power . To et up a 
rival mechani m world-wide in operation would be fanta. tic. To nttempt 
the application of the pact without any mechanLm produces such a 
spectacle of traggling, retarded, Irritating exhortations as we hnve 
recently witnessed in the Manchurian crisis. 

The problem of cooperation would, of course, be much simpler it 
the United States were a voting member of the League of Nation . I 
do not venture to predict how oon it will happen, but I am convinced 
that the United States will eventually find membership and leadership 
preferable to cooperation. The prodigal parent will return. 

Looking back over the past decade, the league may ju tly congratulate 
ltsell upon the obstacles over which it ha triumphed. llope was at 
times ft'eble in tho e early years, when the lt.>ague was over hadowed b.Y 
allied continuation C!'nference , when Pre, ident Harding eemed bent 
on substituting some other plan for the league, when war raged in 
eastern Europe and in Anatolia, when French troops were in the Ruhr, 
when MuB olin.i's troops were tn Corfu, when Germany was still a 
resentful nonmember, and Latin American nations sc med to be drifting 
away. 

A different league enters the econd decade, with 54 members, with 
7 premiers and 21 foreign ministers among the 53 delegations at the last 
assembly, with Latin American nation bowing more enthusia m, with 
the Allie evacuating the Rhineland and eeklng fino.! s ttlement of the 
reparations problem, with the corner tone laid for permanent buildings, 
with increasing cooperation from America, with talk of a taritf truce in 
Europe and discu sions of a united states of Europe, with the Kellogg 
pact in force, with a growing upport in the public opinion of the world. 

The problems ahead should not be minimlzro-boundary disputes not 
only in Europe but in other continents, confilcts between lml)('rialism 
and elf-d . termination, armament rivalry, economic struggle , the com
ing of a new generation which may forget the sordidness and exaggerate 
the romance of war • • •. 
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Looking these problems honestly in the face, It is possible to be more 
hopeful now than at any time in the past decade. If the league can 
succeed during one more decade in preventing small disputes from grow
ing into great wars, the Geneva technique of practical cooperation may 
open up such vistas of progress for mankind that the next contributor 
of a decennial article on the league will be able to write : " Intelligence 
and idealism have added to their list of triumphs a final victory over 
war." 

PARKER THOMAS MOON. 

REVISION OF THE T.ABIFF 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, to protect American labor, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President,· on page 203, the amendment 
which went over on yesterday is as follows: 

Beginning in line 23, down to and including line 25, insert 
" any of the foregoing containing any part, however small, of 
rayon or other synthetic textile, 90 per cent ad valorem." 

I send to the desk an amendment to that amendment reading 
as follows: 

On page 203, line 22, strike out all after the word " containing " 
down to and including line 25, and insert "a substantial part of rayon 
or other synthetic textile but not wholly or in chief value thereof, 45 
per cent ad valorem." 

I ask for the adoption of the amendment to the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FESs in the chair). The 

Secretary will state the amendment to the amendment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 203, line 23, the committee pro

poses to strike out the word " valorem " and to insert " valorem 
any of the foregoing containing any part, however small, of 
rayon or other synthetic textile, 90 per cent ad valorem." 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] proposes, after the word 
" containing," to strike out " any part, however small, of rayon 
or other synthetic textile, 90 per cent ad valorem" and to in
sert "a substantial part of rayon or other synthetic textile, but 
not wholly or in chief value thereof, 45 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, this amend
ment deals with a very important commodity. It deals with 
what is popularly known in the trade as pedaline braid. Ped
aline braid is a braid which is used extensively to-day . in the 
making of women's and children's spring and summer hats. 
It is made of hemp as the basic material and is improved or 
ornamented by having rayon threads wound around the hemp 
or by having the hemp surfaced with cellophane, thus giving a 
luster and a coloring to the hemp that makes it a very attrac
tive braid. In the making of women's hats these braids are 
sewed together and shaped or framed according to the popular 
demand. 

Pedaline braid was first produced in Switzerland. In origin 
it is European, like many other women's fashions and styles. It 
has not been produced in this country until recently, and only 
to a very limited amount. The use of this braid in the making 
of women's hats has increased tremendously. In the last few 
years it bas become the most popular of all the braids that are 
used in the making of straw hats for women. 

The hats which are made from pedaline braid are what are 
known as popular-priced hats, selling at a retail price of from 
$2 to $5. The importation of pedaline braid bas undoubtedly 
affected seriously a portion of the braid industry in this coun
try, but the injury is due to the fact that the styles of women's 
hats, like other wearing apparel, change rapidly. Imported 
pedaline has been substituted for other braids which were used 
by women in making their hat bodies. 

Pedaline braid at the present time bears a duty of 15 per 
cent ad valorem. It bears that duty because, as Senators will 
observe in reading the present law, that is the rate fixed upon 
braids composed wholly or in chief value of straw, chip, paper, 
hemp, and so forth. The fact that the material of chief value 
in this commodity is hemp makes the duty on pedaline braid 15 
per cent. 

·Mr. SMOOT. That is on the unbleached. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly; on the unbleached. 

When dyed or bleached the duty is 25 per cent. 
The Finance Committee, after hearing the petitions of the 

braid manufacturers and the story of the distress from which 
that industry is unquestionably suffering as a result of the sud
den popularization of pedaline braid and the extensive and 
increasing demand among women for it in the making of hats, 
sought some way of protecting the braid industry and recom
mended a duty of 90 per cent, using this language: 

AJJ.y of the foregoing [braids] containing any part, however small, 
ot rayon or other synthetic textile, 90 per cent ad valorem. 

For the first time, so far as I know, where several materials 
are used in the production of a commodity it was proposed by 
the committee to abandon the principle of seeking to find out 
the material which is the component of chief value and fixing 
the rate on the basis of the duty on that material. It was upon 
that principle that the rate in this instance was fixed at 15 per 
cent under the present law, because the customs officials deter
mined that the article of chief value was hemp and not rayon, 
and because it was hemp, therefore, it should bear a duty of 15 
per cent when unbleached and 25 per cent when bleached. So 
for years, under the ruling of the Treasury officials, the duty has 
been 15 per cent, though at an earlier period it was rated as 
braid containing rayon of chief value and rated at 90 per cent. 

However, in order to take care of the demands of the braid 
industry the Finance Committee resorted to this most unusual 
language, embodying what seems to me to be an indefensible 
principle: 

Any of the foregoing-

That means any braid made of straw, chip, paper, paper 
grass, palm leaf, willow, and so forth-

Any of the foregoing containin~ any part, however small, of rayon 
or other synthetic textile-

Containing any part, however small, so that if there is one 
or few threads of rayon on the hemp, which is the basic ma
terial, the maximum duty on the material of lesser value shall 
apply-

Ninety per cent ad valorem. 

Understand, if cotton threads were used upon the hemp, the 
customs officials would find out what was the material of chief 
value-the cotton thread or the hemp-and would fix the duty 
upon the material of chief value. So, if the material of chief 
value were silk or wool, the customs officials would find out 
what was the material of chief value and would fix the duty 
accordingly; but it is proposed in the case of rayon, because 
pedaline braid happens to be a popular braid and one that is 
being imported in a very large volume, to make an exception, so 
that however small the quantity of rayon on the hemp may be, 
the duty shall be 90 per cent. 

The chairman of the Finance Committee I believe now con
siders 90 per cent too high, and be has oft'et·ed an amendment 
somewhat in the nature of a compromise proposing to fix the 
duty at 45 per cent and fixing the duty at that rate because 
it is the rate whic:Q rayon thread, if imported into this country, 
would bear. 

I have been somewhat influential I hope in urging the chair
man of the committee to modify the 90 per cent rate. I want 
to hear what other Senators say before I reach a conclusion as 
to whether it is desirable to accept the rate now proposed. I 
particularly want to hear from the Senator from New York 
[Mr. CoPELAND], with whom I have not had a chance to confer. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mas
sachusetts yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes. 
Mr. NORRIS. In the amendment is it proposed to retain 

the peculiar language to which the Senator has referred? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No; it is not; the language 

as well as the rate is also changed so as to read : 
A substantial part of rayon or other synthetic textile. 

Mr. TYDINGS. On what page is that? 
Mr. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. On page 203. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 

me? 
Mr. WALSH of Mas.sachusetts. I will yield in a moment. 

How important this matter is can best be appreciated when I 
say that the most reliable mformation I am able to get from 
the domestic hat manufacturers, who are already in the midst 
of the season of manufacturing straw hats for the coming sum
mer, is that if a duty of 90 per cent shall be levied it may result 
in an increase in the price of hats to the women and children of 
this country of 25 per cent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield, and, if so, to whom? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield first to the Senator 

who first rose, the Senator from Maryland. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator from 

Massachusetts and the Senator from Utah whether any amend
ment is to be offered to change the descript ion of hats? Aside 
from changing the rate, is there an inten tion to change the 
language ;nQW in the bill? 
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Mr. L IT of Ma. saclm etts. \Ve nr not now speaking of 

batH but of braid of the ldnd that is u d to make the hat. 
Mr. 1-'Y I G . I untl r tand. 
1\:lr. \VAL.'II of Mas aclm:ett . Thi particular braid is 

what: iR known :tH pednlinc braid, being a braid made of hemp 
uul ornum nted by being covered with thread. of cellulo ·e or 
ruyou. 

1\J L'. TY lNG . I <lo not want to take up another ubject 
while the nat or is di. cu. -;lug th oue to which he bas been 

<hh·c. ·~·dng him. lf, but I b Ueve tbi qu :tion is pertinent to 
tlw matt r which he hn in mind. n pug ... w, line 19, • ub
}ltlrl\graph (c), U1e Senute Finan e 'ommittee has in erted 
th . e word : 

Hutli, bonnets, and hoods, wholly or in cbl t value o! any brald

ud so on. 
Is it tll purpose of tll ~enat.or from Utah to change that? 
Mt·. • 'M T. I hav an amendment to otrer to that para-

gt·aph wh()n th p ndlng amendm nt ~ball hnYe b en di.~P<>~ed of. 
1r. 'I YDI ·G . I d not waut to di cu.. rates, but I want 

to mn1 ur , if the p nding amendment shall be adopted, that 
th lnngunrre .-!hnll l made uniform in other pine and not 
D\ r ly that the rate utr • •ting a few bats Rhall be changed. 

Mr. 'VAL II of 1\In~!'uchu ett . 'l.'he nme language is u . .:ed 
tn the pat·ugr·aph to which the nator from Maryland refer.,; 
nn<l, f out·~e. thnt i likewh•e objectionuulc. 'l'he rate bould 
not b fix(\ tlJl n th th ory that, h wever .mall the amount 
of rnyon, the duty l'lhnll be th rnt upon rayon rather than 
UJlOn tbc h \mp, whi •h i. the commodity of chief value, and :o 
found hy th £' J) rt.<; in lh ustom rvice. 

Mr. BIN H M. lr. l)r . iclent--
.Mr. 'V L II of Mnl'~achu. ett . I yield to the 

•mm c·ticut for n que tion. 
Ir. HI IIAl\I. I hold in my hand .. amples of what i call d 

nNH'II, from which braid nr mad which have b en coated with 
• llnlo:c or· c llophau , and f ramie, which 1 the original ma

ter·iul b fot· It i. coat<"d, nnd also a braid made of b mp, and 
a hrnid after thi8 8am braid mad of hemp has been coated 
with ru. on. 

1t " m. to me tlt m·gum nt offer d by th Senator from 
1\I s!o;a lms tt would b • very r a~onal>l if it wer a que tion of 
nulkiug the braid of a lat·g numb r of thr· ad of hemp and one 
tht•etHl of rayon. Th u it would be unrea. nable. jn t l>E'cau:e 
thert> wn · one threnu of ray n put in, to incr<"a e the rate from 
Hi per nt on h mp to the no per cent chnrgcd on article., the 
chi f valu' of whi h iR rayon. But actunlly, l\Ir. Pre ident, a· 
will b s n by xnmining th •s .,arupl . , wh n you dip hemp 
in tb • c llulo~c or the celloi>han it lool\ like an entirely differ-
nt nt•ticl . Tb re i no rayon u:-;etl in the manufacture of it in 

th • ~<·n .· of it b<•ing a t tile, a · would b the case in cotton 
01· Hilk. It is c ntcd with rayon and become an entirely di1Ier
nt lo king nnd npp nring nrticl . Furthermore, the chi f value 

or til' nrtlcle iH r nlly the ruy n put on it, even though that do 
not eost aH much a th<' 11 mp. 

It· .• 'M T. 1\Ir. Pr sid nt, if the chi f value of it i.• rayon, 
tlwu it nil. in th rayon s hedul and i · dutiable at 90 p r cent. 

1\lr. WAL"'II of Mat: a hu:ctts. Th n, of cour. , it woUld 
b nr tb . duty on rayon. The duty ou rayon thr ad , I under
•tnnd. is only 4G per ·ent. 

l\1t•. HI .. GilA 1. I wns using th word "value" in the "'ense 
ot' th' HJ)irit of th argument rather thnn technically. Tech
Jrlcally the •ustomlwu is quite corr t, b au~e the h mp part 
co ti-l mor than that part which mak the article de irable and 
·nJahl•. 

1\It·. S.M '1.'. Thut is why I offered the amendment I have 
ofl'er()d, chaugill th word' " mall part" to " ub tantial part." 

Mt·. B£NGUA 1. I think the langung offered by the enator 
from Utah in that rogard i undoubt dly better than the lan
guag' which wu. work d out in the ommittee; but in an. wer 
to wbnt th .' nator from 1\Ia sucbu tts hn aid about the 
iucrca · d pt•icc of hnt;-, I hold in my hand a brief offer d by 
the manufactur r' of brnitl , who r pr •nt--

Mr. \VALSII of Massa ·bus tts. Mr. Pre. ident, I wi ·h the 
f-l nn tor would answer me in hi own time. I d ire to be cour
teous, and p rmit the ' nntor to a.·k m any que ·tion, but I do 
not think it is quit fnir tb inject in the middle of my argument 
u tut m ut att lllJltlug to an 'wer what I have been ying. I 
lwp • th • enntor will di:eu ~ . th g n ral uuject in hi own 
tim . 

Mr. BINGIIAM'. I am ·orry. I thought the enator had con
clud .d. All 1 will aAk the • 'enator, tb n, is whether his infor
mal ion com . from the braid manufacturer or from the hat 
uwuufnrturN·~ with r<•gard to th increa: d co t of the mer
chandl ·e, b cuuse the braid manufacture1· · claim that in the 

case of hats costing as much as four or five dollar · the increased 
co ·t would be only 15 or 20 cents per hat, and not the 25 p r 
cent ju t mentioned by the Senator. 

Mr. W AL H of :Ma .. achus tt . I will say that my inform a~ 
tion ha. come from both sources. 

I have a good deal of ·ympatby with the braid manufacturers. 
Indeed, my ympatby ha gone to the extent of being willing 
to iller ase the pre ent duty of 15 per cent. I appreciat tbnt 
the vogue for tbi particular braid ha cau ·ed a eriou diminu
tion in the bu ine s of tbe dome8tic braid producer·, becnu. ·e 
the Amel'ican women have cho n hat:· made of an imported 
braid as again t the domestic braid of a different tyle of 
braid her tofore u ed. It i a matter, however, that i one of 
the ri..,ks of present-day busine" . 

'Ve can not et up by tariff rate· ob tructions to prevent the 
changing st. le demanded by American women. H re is a tyl 
of braid that wa introduc d in witzerland, hn" :rrown rapidly 
in popular demand, and ha b n produced recently by only one 
braid m3nufacturer in this country, although there wa · a lot of 
controv rsy or differeace of opinion about that; but after sur
veying the situation very cto~ety I am convinced that only one 
braid manufacturer ha made pedaline, and that i · the concern 
in New York known a Brendt & Bro. Information coming 
from the dome tic hat manufacturer i. that even thi · concern 
ha · not been able to produce pedaline bt·aid that i · a atisfac
tory for making hat a the imported braid. Th Swi. have 
made it for ometbing like 8 or 9 years now, and therefore 
have . tendily and con tautly perfected the qnalit~· an1l appear
ance of the braid. 

It i · urged upon me by the braid manufacturer that they will 
be able to and can almo t in~ tantl~·, if given a proper duty, 
manufacture tlli braid. I am inclined to concede tlmt; namely, 
that giYen a proper duty they can develop a pedaline uraid here 
that may be nti. factory. But at the present time it i · imt)OS
ib1e for hat manufactm·er to get ufficient pedaline braid to 

make the quantity of pedaline hat· that the American public 
are askin~ for and expect to wear during the coming "ca on. 

1\Ir. BL .• GHAl\I. l\Ir. Pre Went--
The PRE 'IDI "G OFFICER. Doe· the , enator n·om ~Ia. a

chu. ett · yield to the enator from onnecticut? 
~1r. W AL.'H of Ma. achu .. etts. I yield. 
l\Ir. BI TGHAM. Is not that tate of affair due to the Tren -

ury deci ·ion? Is it not true that prior to the Treu ·ur~· deci ion 
which reduced the rate to 15 per cent ad valor m there were a 
<·on iderable number of manufacturer making pedaline braid 
who now have machine that are stnnding idle becau:e th .y can 
not compete with the enormou ly increa~ etl import.s of p daliue 
braid from Europe? That there i only one factory now makin.!; 
it i correct; but the rea on i. · that the duty i. too low, and so 
the machine· of the other ·ompunie are not working. 

Mr. WALSH of .Ma ..;achu etts. It i · a fact that the decL..;ion 
reducing the rate to 15 per cent ha now been in operation nbout 
four year , and that may be po 'ible, although I have . orne 
doubt about it because pedaline hat are a recent tyle. 

I appreciate the harm and injury that ha. b en done to the br:tid 
indu~try by the udden demand by American wom •n for hatH of 
thi ~ urnid above all other . Naturally, it lla cuus d a depre -
·ion in the busine ; and the e braid makers find the American 

public u~·ing an imported article rather than ometbing they have 
produced. It i po · ible that prior to thi · dech:ion in 1926, when 
the duty wu · 90 per cent, they were able to make this braid, but 
it ha grown very rapidly in popular d mand ince 1926. In 
fact, in my own State, one of the hat manufacturers ten·· me 
that la t year be made scarcely any pedaline hat , and that 
they con titute 60 per cent of all the huts be i making this 
year. In one sea on hi entire hat busine ·s has been changed 
over becau e of thi popular demand. 

I am troubled, fir t, about the increa-ed co ·t to the con
. umer; .. econdly, a· to just what protective duty i fair to the 
braid manufacturer , and i not overburden ·ome to the con
sumer. I am willing to increase the duty ab ve the 15 p~r 
cent, up to 25 or even 35 per cent; but I certainly "hall prote~t 
mo t viaorou ly against increa. ing tbi duty to 90 per cent. and 
again t a duty which will mean an increa ed price of 25 per cent 
of bat to American women. 

I think I baye said all that I care to ~·ay, except that I 
...,bould like to put in the RECORD some corre pond nee and .-tate
menta I huv had from hat manufacturer·; and I d sire var
ticularly to call the attention of the Senator from onnecticut 
to a statement made by a bat manufacturer who rend hi state
ment here at an earlier time in connection with this matter: 

Senator BINGHAM refers to rnmie braid . The e braids nre }lt'ovided 
!or under pnrngraph 1504, and nre not contested, and therefore hnve 
nothing to do with the case. 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just a moment. I desire to 
make a correction in the statement the Senator just made 
from the letter. I know the Senator did not make the state
ment, but the letter is wrong. Paragraph 1504 refers to braids 
made wholly of ramie. The Senator's correspondent was in 
error. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The situation is this: Are we 
prepared now, for the sake of a possible improvement in the 
business of a limited number of braid manufacturers, to raise 
the price of women's and children's hats to millions of women 
to the amount of 25 per cent, so that if it is a $4 hat, the new 
price will be $5; if it is a $2 hat, the new price will be $2.50? 

I said to these braid manufacturers, " If you can make this 
pedaline braid with a reasonably increased duty, I am willing 
to concede that the public ought to bear that duty; but if you 
require almost doubUng the price of this braid, raising the duty 
from 15 per cent to 90 per cent, I can not ask the American 
public to bear that duty and that burden. It is too much to 
exact from the consumers for the sake of helping a limited 
group engaged in this industry." But if a fair rate could be 
determined upon, I should be willing to make some concessions 
to help the braid industry, which I appreciate is greatly dis
tressed, and which, I will say, the hat manufacturers have ex
pressed a willingness to do. I think they were willing to go as 
high as 30 per cent. · 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator from 

New York. 
Mr. COPELAND. I should like to ask the Senator a ques

tion. He bas been flooded, no doubt, as I have been, by tele
grams from his State about this article. Does the Senator think 
that a rate of 35 or 40 per cent would encourage the manufacture 
of pedaline braid in this country? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes; I think it would en
courage it. The hat manufacturers have not, of course, in their · 
desire to get a high rate, been willing to say that they could 
profitably make pedaline braid with that degree of protection. 
I think they could, however. The hat manufacturers say they 
can at 25 to 30 per cent. 

Mr. COPELAND. This is the tone of 40 or 50 telegrams I 
have here: 

We are now paying 50 to 100 per cent more on imported pedaline 
braids than the prices quoted at the beginning of the season. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am glad the Senator raised 
that question. I did not want to go into that angle of this 
matter, because it gets into personalities and side issues, and I 
rather wanted to avoid it. 

Some very ardent and very enthusiastic braid manufacturers 
who have been following this matter sent out some telegrams 
to hat manufacturers, and the hat manufacturers sent in tele
grams such as the Senator has read. I have in my papers here 
two affidavits by hat manufacturers stating that they never sent 
alleged telegrams ; that they were sent by braid manufacturers 
who used their names. 

The leading manufacturers of women's and children's bats 
with whom I have been in consultation, some from the Senator's 
own State, some from Detroit and St. Louis and other parts 
of the country, state to me that there are a large number of 
small hat manufacturers such as are represented in these 
telegrams. They state that the demand for pedaline . braid has 
become so very extensive this season that those hat manufac
turers who did not put their orders in last fall, and did not make 
their contracts for the braid with the importers, and undoubt
edly now are rushing around at the last minute to get some 
braid for this season, are being charged a higher price than 
was offered last fall. The hat manufacturers with whom I 
have conferred state that the small manufacturers who have not 
been making these hats, who see them coming into popular 
vogue, are rushing to make them, and, therefore, the demand 
has been so great that there has been an increase to the smaller 
hat manufacturers. 

I appreciated the seriousness of the charge, and I have two 
affidavits, one from the Senator's own State, in which it is 
represented to me that there has been absolutely no increase 
on their pedaline braids which they contracted for last fall, it 
being necessary to make the selections in the late summer and 
fall in order to manufacture the hats for the winter and have 
them on the market for the spring. They also state to me that 
a good many of the names in these telegrams they could not 
recognize as those of prominent hat manufacturers. I have 
an affidavit from one bat manufacturer saying he never sent a 
telegram he was purported to have sent, that some braid manu-

facturer used his name. But that is apart from the real issue. 
I did not want to go into those extraneous questions. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, is it not wise, under the cir
cumstances, since we have the pulling and hauling, one group 
wanting the rate away up, another wanting it away down, to 
accept the amendment suggested by the committee? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Utah? . 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am inclined reluctantly to 

come to that conclusion. The Senator from Utah has reached 
that rate largely because of his desire to meet my demands for 
a lower rate, and we have bad many conferences to that end. 
He wanted to impose a much higher rate. I can not agree to 
the duty of 90 per cent. 

Mr. COPELAND. If we could make it lower I would be glad 
to have that done, but at the same time I am very much confused 
by reason of the representations which have been made to 
me. one side positive that it is right, and the other positive 
that it is right. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the people who are so 
urgent upon the Senator and me, the braid makers, after all, 
have a problematic case. We ask, What is the actual amount 
of duty they need? After all, they have the laboring oar. 
Of course, if they can not with a rate of 45 per cent make this 
braid, we ought not to impose that duty. We should not make 
the consumer and the Public Treasury pay an advanced price 
unless the domestic trade can produce pedaline at a reasonable 
price with this rate. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, what is the present duty? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Fifteen per cent. 
Mr. SMITH. And the committee proposes to raise it to what? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It was proposed to raise it 

to 90 per cent originally, and now they are willing to accept 
45 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Fifteen per cent if unbleached, and 25 if 
bleached. 

Mr; WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes. 
Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator that the American 

manufacturers of these braids claim that they have all the 
machinery, they were put out of business the year before, they 
can make the material immediately, and will make it. As to 
that, I only take their word. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Utah has been very fair about the matter, and I think he 
will agrea that I have been trying to reach a just decision. 
I have been mo:t:e sympathetic to the braid manufacturers than 
perhaps the facts justify. 

Mr. SMOOT. I appreciate the vosition the Senator has taken 
right through. He wants to do what is fair, not only to the pro
ducer but to the consumer as well. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts a question. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. SMITH. Is there evidence to show that if we raise this 

duty the American manufacturer can supply the market? The 
Senator appreciates that fashions change and fluctuate. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes. 
Mr. SMITH. Are we justified in imposing a higher rate of 

duty, incre:J,sing the cost to the consumer, when perhaps it "\\rill 
only result in increasing the cost through importations rather 
than through domestic production? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I appreciated that point, and 
I have been very much impressed with what the Senator from 
South Carolina has said. That angle of the question has 
troubled me. But I have come to the conclusion that it is wise 
to let this compromise amendment go through, and later, if we 
find that the manufacturers can not do what they have said 
they can, go back to the old rate in the conference. I have 
spoken on the matter this morning in order that the RECORD 
might contain our arguments, and when the matter is in con
ference perhaps the rate can be reduced below 45 per cent. 
But I will say to the Senator from South Carolina, whose judg
ment I esteem very highly, that in my judgment this is the best 
disposition for the time being. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts want to have some material inserted 1n the RFX!ORD ? 
Mr. W .A.LSH of Massachusetts. Yes, Mr. President; and I 

thank the Chair for calling my attention to the matter. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 

in the RECORD, as follows: 
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The lion. DAVID I. W.H.SB, 
Untl d 'tattY Cllll/6, U'UlillltlOt01l, D. a. 

t Dl~All 'lllNA'rott WAL u: You will rememb r that I called to e 
you on Frltlny, on b hnlr of the National Associntlon of Women's and 
' hlldr •n' lint InnufiH·turer , who are YN'Y much lnh•re:-~ted in th(' pro

Vli!IOn · oC H ctlon lM!'i (n) of the tariff blll. 
.\t the tim · of my vi It you showed me a number or tE>legrnm. from 

finn which were urging you to upport the {)0 per eent duty on peunliue 
urnlclH. 'l.'hc n. socintlon, wltlch I r pre ent, bn be n investigating tbi 
mutlt•r nnd the fit· t two cas s tbE>y invt tigatcd brought to light the 
fuct thnt in tl1cse two lnstuncl• U.1e telegram ·bleb you r<'ceived w re 
lll'llt without the nuthorlty or tb p rsou who ' e name was sign d thereto. 
I nm lncloHing b rewlth nn nffidavit of , 'nmuel F ldman, nnd one of 
Wllllnm I. ell, th forml'r lwing proprietor of S. Feldman & Co., 4 
WNit 'l'hll'lY·<•lghtb 'lt· t, j;'ew ·urk ity, nnd th latter of whom l:i 
II llWillO r of th' 1lrm or r.ucllle lint Co., 4 We t Thirty-seventh Stre t, 
N •w York 'lty. I c·11l your ptntlculnr attention to lr. Feldman' nm
dnvlt, tn whl ·b h indl ott. thnt mo t of the e t Iegram, sent to you 
w •ro t•ut by the firm of Jo~-;eph Drnndt · Bro. This i::! tbe firm which 
you will r rnll we t~tnt<'ll in our hri C \V the only firm which made any 
pr •tt•nHe to mnkln~-: pcd:11lu . braid . 

I nm nlRO inclosing ll rewltb u !!bort m€'morauduro wltb respect to 
the d<•butc on the floor or the , note upon tbi. ctlon. This memoran
dum ttlk s up and nuswer four points which cnutor · lOOT endenvor!'d 
to nl!lkl~ nJ:;n.lnst your nr umNit. Iu addition to the points et forth 
in tb f\rt'll pnJ•agrnph of thh nwmomudum. I call your. attention to 
pu .,, a of the brief of our usso lntiun which bu b en l:i.llbmitt d to the 
conunltt€' nnd copy or which you hn,· . I n.m ('ndlng you herewith 
nnoth r copy of I hi. !Jrl r for your convenl nee. 

no ll ctfully, 
Du:-< HILL STA~Lila:. 

tteMORASOt: f IX CO~ 'h TION WITH P.ARAOB. l'B 1505-A 
lh•ft•r lo pug 20!!4, 'o. 'GlU~H!:HONAL RE orm, the bottom of fi.t·st ol· 

umn : ~ na.tor SMOOT tnt s that th . enate I<'lnnnc Commtttee'f: nm<'nd
m<•nt 1. lnt!'lHl d to put tile l'lnssitlcn.tion of p dnllne wher Congre ·. 
tnt •ntl d It to lJ by tb • act of 10!.!2. Tl.ll i in error. 

All L>rnlll wet· nlwny cln!lsltled on th . bn is of chief value. For a 
time p 'lhtlines w r ml!!cla RIHe<l nt 90 per f'llt. until the cu. tom 
authot·ltll'::; renllzed thnt th chief vnht tberPln wa mnniln hemp, where
upon tlwy w r pt·operly cln . lfl<'<l nt 13 nnd :!0 per cent, t·c ·pectively, 
ns provld tl for in lb net or 1!1!.!2. 

1!1'1"1 r to n.lll1lavlt intro!luc d h~· enntor • ~tOOT, ~ cond column, pnge 
!W2J: 'euutot· ~ toOT in lntrodu•ln~ afHdn\·it by mlJers, chwub & Co. 
(Inc.), 1:1howiug thnt n c rtnln J)l'lltdine hmid wu .. mnnufncturcd by th 
dOllll'Htlc munufncturet·, Jo · •ph llr 1111lt · Bro., apparently overlooked the 
fuct thnt. thll'l nffiduvit wns uc ompnnlrd by another nffiduvlt which covers 
two Import d nrtich.•s cmnpurnble to the ou • mud nnd old by the 
doml'. II mnnurnctur t'. ( I' K hlblt 13 on brl ton behalf of ~·ntional 
A~so lntiou of Women's nnd hiluren's Hat Iannfuctur •t".) 

'l'his nil1da\'it how thnt the lllng price of the dome tic-made article 
(whl h Jt mu t be n"'sumed lnclud s overh nd and profit) i only 15 
llt'l' C<!nt, nnd 4. 7 p r c nt, rcsp ctlv ly, higher than the lnndetl cost 
ot th compnrnbl imported nrtlcle on the b ls of the present 15 per 
cent rnt . 

It •fl'l' to th lust parugrnph, fir t colu n, pag€' !!0:.?5: 'enutor Bt:-<G
liA!I! t' f1•r to t•umle !Jrn.lu. Th e braids o.r provided for under para
gl'll[lh 150 l und nrc not cont st d. 'l'herelore bnve nothing to do wlth 
tl.l en . 

Ht•f r to mllldlc of , €'cond column, page 202;:;: enntor • MOOT's stnte
m€'n t to 1 h <•tT' ct thu t the proportion of ht>mp u nd cellophane in p ua
llne cnn not be usc t·tuin •d by unttly I if{ in et•ror. On the contr·ary, 
it iH ll Vt Q• Hhllpl Lhing ill p ualine to eplll'fit the C IIOpbnne from 
1he h<•mp m •t• .ly hy untwl ttng It, nnd n cheml t can 1'1 adily n.·certaln 
th propurttuuntn ynln~· or th two mnh•rial . W hl'r •with attach a 

IIJlplng or typlcol p uallne braid, ut the end of which ome ot thG 
sti'Hnds hav been untWJ t('{), 'i.towiug clearly and ~et>at·ately the cello
pl..lltnc ond h mp. 

Sl'.\TJO O.ll' ... ·Mv Y RK, 

Cotmty or Ne-w l'or·k, ss: 
Harnu£'1 It' •Idman, b •lng duly tiWorn, deposes and says : 
I nm tll propt'l tor of 8. l+~•lllman & Cu., manufacturers of women's 

hats, with ptn <' of bu~inc:; nt 48 West Thll'ty- i~htb • treet, city, 
county, ttno Stnl of N w Yurl·. I am inform d that n number of 
tel grumH huve b • n ent to Members of tlte nlted States enntc !rom 
mttu urnct UI'Crt-~, including deponent, protesting against the increa. d 
prlc tn p dulln , nnd rl'qll . tlng that the propo <'d no pC'r cent duty 
conlo.ht d lu the turill blll as npprov u by the ~enate Finance . Commit
t e b <•uact 'd into law. I n vcr at any time ent uch a telegram, 
nor huve I ut noy time authorized nny person to send the ame in my 
tllllll • or b~lullr or in tbe nnmc or u hnlf or S. FC'ldmnn · Co. I have 
inv ·tlgnted th . <'ndtug of ~uch t.>legrams and find that the tel('grnm 
r; nt In my nntUe wn drnft 1 and trnn mitted by one A.. Benne, of the 
1lnu oC JoH. Brnodt & Bro., munuructurers of domestic braid in tbla 

city. .:\Ir. Beane, whom I have questioned in regard to this, stated 
that be bad not only sent the telegram in my name or that of my firm 
but that about 100 similar: telegrams bad been sent in the name of 
domestic hat manufacturet·s. I categorically nnd wholly repudiate the 
telegram sent out in my name. The sentiment expre-~ed in ucll tele
gram do not in any wny reflect the opinion of my elf or otber domestic 
bnt manufacturers. We believe, and have publicly stnted U!:! a mutter 
of enate record, thn.t"the propo ·ed duty of 00 per cent is unwnrr:10ted 
and will be ruinous to our u e of pe<lnline. 

Our opinion, as already embodied in tatements her('tofore pl:lc d 
before the ennte Finance ComUlittee, is in no way chan••<.>d. 

SA~tUEL FJ~LO~IAN. 
wot·n to before me this 24th day of Janunry, 1030. 

[SEAL.] WALLACIO H. ERSKINE, 

Notary Public. 
rin s County clerk's No. 4:>. Certificate filed in N 'W York County, 

No. H4. Commi ion expires March 30, 1930. 

STATlll Oll' NEW YORK, 

Countv Of :S610 rork, 88: 

William Leech, being duly worn, d poses and ays: 
I nm a member of the firm conducting buslnes under the name of 

Lucille Hat Co., with place of busine ·. at 4 West Thirty- eventh treet, 
dty, county, and State of New York, where we nre enaaged in the manu
facture of domestic women's hat . I am iufot·med that a numbt>r of 
teh.•gram have been sent to Members of the United Stnte • enate, in
cluding one purporting to come from my firm. The burden of uch 
tell.'grn.ms. I nm informed, is a protest against the incr~a ·ing price 6f 
imported p dnllne and a request that the 90 per cent nd vnlon•m duty 
fixed by the euate Finance Committee be retninell. I never sent uch a 
tel€'gram; no member or my firm nt ucb a teJeo-ram. .'ueh tel!'gram 
wn never authorized in any way. Such teleg1·am i directly contrary to 
my own per.,onal view and that of my firm, nil of u being oppo · . d to 
the propo d iucr ase us reported by the enate li'inauce Committee. 
The tclegt•am in question wa ent by an impo ter. 

Wu. A. LEF.CB. 
Sworn to before me tltl 24th day of January, 1030. 
[:S&AL.] ROBERT J. MEEHAN, Notarv Pttblio. 

llt·onx County, 121. • 'ew York County, 'o. 799. Commi. ion expires 
:\larch 30, 1930. 

T. LOUIS, :llo., January w5, 1!JJO. 
cnator DAVID I. WALSH_, 

enate 0/flce Bu£1diug, Waal i11gton, D. 0.: 
We haye b en unable to buy pedaline braid in domestic product :atis

factorlly to compete with foreign braids. Commend your stand Ul:,"'llust 
incr nse you are fighting. 

D.iVID COBEX HA'.r co. (INC.). 

CHICAGO, ILL., January 25, 19j0. 
enator DAVID I. WALSB, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
SIR: We are a millinery manufacturing hou e, nnd we use a Jot of 

pednllne braid. We wi!:lh to prote t to you against the 90 per ct'nt duty 
on the~e uralds. We find that the pedaline braids manufactured in this 
country are very unsatisfactory, and at no time have we ever found 
where nny of the importers haYe taken advantage of u by doubling the 
price~ on pedllline because of any combine or control of the market. 

We urge you to u e your influence to the most of your ability to 
prevent tbls lncrea e of duty from being pas ·ed. 

Yours very truly, 
Gzu IIAT Co. 

By Bm.·J. STilAH.\N. 

NEW YOUK, ~. Y., Ja11unry t.t, 19i !J. 
• •nator D.H'ID I. W.\LSH, 

Care nate Office Buildi-ng_, Wa.altillgtorl, D. C.: 
lt('fcrrlng to tele<Frnm forwarded to you by number of • •E>w York bat 

factories urlting r tention of 90 per C('nt duty on pedallne nntl claiming 
· price cbarg d by importer!:! bas be('n doubled, tm·estlgation by National 
A oclu.tiou of Women' and Children's Hut Manufacturers so fnr re~eal~J 
that in the fit· t two cases inve. tigated alleged senders claim that such 
t l<'grnms were entirely unauthorizt'd a views expre!' eu therein dia
metrically oppo. ed telegram appnrcntly ent b~· unuuthoriz d per
. on . Are forwarding sworn affidavit to that effect from two alleged 
endet·.·. 

'&W YORK 0.FE'ICE OF EDWIX V. MITCHELL 0. 

OF MEDFIELD, MASS. 

STATEMENT OF WO~IEN'S HAT lUAXUF.\CTUREnS 

I. Edwin . Mitchell, n member or tbe firm of Edwin V. Mitchell, of 
M ,Weld, 1\fn . . , manufacturing woml.'n'. bats, both straw unu felt, hcre
wltll mnke oath to tbe following fact· in connection with pedaline 
braid:i: 
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(1) Prior to the present season, we have not made many pedaline 

bats, but the demand for this class of hats among women has neces
sitated our producing this line. We commenced manufacturing them in 
large volumes about the middle of December, having purchased the braid 
in the early fall. However, we have made pedaline hats in small 
quantities for the last four years. 

(2) All the pedaline braid that we have used in our hats we have 
purchased from importers. We have never been solicited by domestic 
producers of pedaline braid and never heard of pedaline braid being 
produced by American braid makers until this question was raised in 
the tariff debates. About 60 per cent of our straw bats for the present 
season is the so-called pedaline hat. These pedaline bats are the popu
lar-priced hats, retailing at $2 to $5. 

(3) We have purchased pedaline since early last fall, but up to the 
date ..of this statement have observed no increase in the price of pedaline 
over that procured earlier in the season. 

( 4) We purchase a large amount of domestic braids and do au exten
sive business with domestic-braid manufacturers. None of them has 
ever offered or displayed pedaline braids. Undoubtedly the switch in 
style to pedaline braids bas deprived the domestic-braid manufacturer 
of a market for some of the braids which were formerly used in straw 
hats but this is the result of style changes. Of course, we would pre
fer to buy braid from the domestic manufacturer if the style and 
quality were such as that which the public used and demanded. 

(5) Practically the entire material used in the hat, outside of the 
lining, is pedaline braid. It is my opinion that if the duty is in
creased from 15 per cent to 90 per cent, the retail price of pedaline 
bats will increase about 25 per cent. 

EDWIN S. MITCHELL. 

I, Isaac Mindheim, a resident of New York City, and a member of the 
firm Max Mindheim, ladies' hat manufacturer, herewith make oath to the 
following facts in connection with the pedaline braids : 

(1) We manufacture all kinds of ladies' straw bats. Pedaline-braiu 
hats are classified as straw hats. We also manufactm·e felt bats which 
are worn by women during the winter season. The so-called pedaline 
hat has become an extremely popular medium-priced hat. Of the straw 
bats worn during the spring and summer seasons by women, the pedaline 
hat is the style most commonly in demand at the present time among 
the popular,priced bats. Women's bats made from pedaline braids re
tail for $2 to $5. Of the straw bats manufactured by our concern, at 
least 60 per cent are pedaline bats. 

(2) Pedaline braid originated in Switzerland and bas never been 
made in this country in substantial quantities. When the demand for 
pedaline bats became general, at least one American braid manufacturer 
began to produce pedaline braids. This concern is the Joseph Brandt 
Co., of New York City. It has been making braids only within recent 
months. Prior to that time the sole straw-hat manufacturers had to 
depend entirely upon obtaining pedaline braid from abroad. 

(3) I have examined the pedaline braid made by the domestic con
cern referred to, but have not purchased any for it seemed to me, for 
the purposes of my business, to be inferior to the imported braid, and I 
could not satisfactorily use it. The price for which the domestic braid 
was offered was not controlling, but the fact that it seemed to me 
somewhat inferior prevented my ordering any. 

(4) Statements have been made that pedaline braid bas substantially 
increased in price, or, in fact, doubled in price. This is not my experi
ence. Pedaline braids vary in price, depending upon the pattern. Some 
patterns now are cheaper than they were at the beginning of this sea
son, which was late in the summer and early fall. Other pedaline braids 
in new patterns now in popular demand have increased somewhat in 
price, but not materially. I know of no braid that bas increased in 
price to the extent of 50 per cent. M:y impression is, that ~onsidering 
all kinds of braids, the average prices would be about the same as one 
year ago. 

(5) It is claimed that domestic braid manufacturers, whose business 
undoubtedly bas been lessened by the American women's demand for 
pedaline braid bats, can successfully copy the design and put on the 
domestic market pedaline braids comparable to the Swiss braid. In· view 
of the fact that Switzerland bas been turning out these braids for sev
eral years and bas made considerable progress in the style and material 
of this braid, it is doubtful if the American producer can immediately 
produce as fine a quality as the imported. It may be a season or two 
before be can produce comparable b:OO.id. In the meantime the style 
may have changed entirely, and pedaline braid thereQy become pass~. 

(6) I had submitted to me some of the names of the hat manufac
ttuers who requested a duty on pedaline braids and who claimed that 
the price of pedalines had jumped from 50 per cent to 100 per cent. 
Many of these names I had never beard of. and it is my judgment that 
they are either small hat manufacturers or makers of women's sewed 
hats. 

(7) If the present duty of 15 per cent is increased to 90 per cent it is 
the judgment of myself and other bat manufacturers with whom I have 
talked that the retail price of women's pedaline bats will increase 
about 25 per cent. · 

ISAAC Mll\'"DHEIM. 

Mr. COPELAl~D. Mr. President, I join in the feeling ex· 
pressed by the Senator. I am quite at sea myself as to what 
rate should be fixed, but the Senator has said that this will 
give opportunity in conference at least to consider the matter, 
and the record is made, and, so far as I am concerned, joining 
in the reluctance expressed by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
I am willing to accept the proposal of the Senator from Utah. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in the committee amendment 

on page 204, line 21, I move to strike out all after the word 
~· composed " down to and including the word " textile " in 
line 22, and to insert the words I send to the desk. It is exactly 
the same amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 204, line 21, strike out 
all after the word " composed" down to and including the 
word "textile" in line 22, and insert the words -" of a sub
stantial part of rayon or other synthetic textile, but not wholly 
or in chief value thereof," so as to read: 

(c) Hats, bonnets, and hoods, wholly or in chief value of any 
braid not provided for in this paragraph, if such braid is composed 
of a substantial part of rayon or other synthetic textile, but not 
wholly or in ch!ef value thereof. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, that is to 
carry out the intent of the amendment we have just adopted 1 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HAn

RISON] desires to offer an amendment to a committee amend
ment. 

Mr. IL.<\..RRISON. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BABKLEY] has an amendment on the hemp duty which he de
sires to offer. I think he will be in the Senate in a moment. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What paragraph is that? 
Mr. SMOOT. I do not know to which paragraph the amend

ment of the Senator from Kentucky is to apply, as I ha"Ve not 
seen the amendment. 

I understand, Mr. President, that unanimous consent was 
given that in the consideration of paragraph 1505, committee 
amendments as well as amendments offered by individual Sen
ators should be allowed. If consent has not been granted, I 
make the request now. 

Mr. COPELAND. May I ask the Senator from Utah the full 
significance of the request? Does it mean that our last oppor· 
tunity to offer amendments to this paragraph will be past? 

Mr. SMOOT. When the bill gets into the Senate the Senator 
can offer any amendment he desires to submit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest made by the Senator from Utah? The Chair hears non{\ 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to 
the straw-hat provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will report the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK .. The Senator from Kentucky moves, 
on page 204, paragraph 1505, subparagraph (b), section ( 3), 
to strike out the words " $4 per dozen and," so that section 3 
will read as follows : 

(3) Blocked or trimmed (whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, o::.· 
stained), 50 per cent ad valorem. 

On page 204, line 14, to strike out the words " $4 per dozen 
and," so that section 4 will read as follows: 

(4) If sewed (whether or not blocked, trimmed, bleached, dyed, 
colored, Qr stained), 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The amendment is in two subsections. We 
can consider the two together or separately. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let them be considered separately. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Then I will offer the .first now. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I sincerely hope the amendment 

will not" be agreed to. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President--
Mr. SMOOT. I know the Senator wants a vote, and he is 

entitled to one, but I do not want to go into a discussion of 
the amendment unless I am compelled to do so. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the ~enator yield? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
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Mr. TYDINGS. I would like to ask the enator, in or<;ler 

to mnke doubly ure that I understand the situatio~ it there 
wa~ not a h arlng on hats by the Tariff Commission and if the 
Tariff Commi ion did not make a sort of a liding rate, from 
5 p •r · nt to about per cent? Is not that correct? 

Mr. RKLEY. 1.'he Tariff Commi ··ion made no rate. The 
Tnl'lf.C • mmi. ·ion made a report to the Pre ident, ba ed upon 
wht ·ll th Pr ld nt incr a d the ad valorem rate on hat 
s •lllng for 9.50 per doz n or 1 from 60 per cent to 88 p r 

nt. II made no change in th . rote on bat imported at 
mor than $ •. 50 per dozen. 

Mr. TYDING . May I ask the • enator from Kentucky 
wll •th r or n t the Pre. id nt's proclamation was in line with 
tll • finding. of th Tariff 'ommi ~ ion, as he tated? 

Mr. BAUKLEY. It wa~ uu ed on the report of the Tariff 
ommis ion. 
Mr. TY I G.. Did th Tariff Commi ion in their finding 

show thnt the rate in th pre:idential proclamation was the 
fnlr and n · s:sn:y mte for the bat · mentioned? 

Mr. BAUKI..l.iJY. They r port ·d thut, ba ed upon certain 
(•omlitions which they inv . tign.t d, the ditrerenc 1n the United 

tat •. and abroad in the co t of producing the c rtain type 
of bnt ov r d by th investiga ti n ,.,.u v r cent ad valorem, 
and ual"e 1 upon that ~ tatem nt th Pre.·ident i:-; ued hi~ pro ·la
mation, but limit d its applirntion to bat:- invoi ·ed at le ·' 
tlum ~· .GO 11 r doz n. In other words, th Pre:->i<l 'nt' pro la
matlon in na.· 11 th tal'ill' on the cb ap r quality of hat. but 
<licl not tonc·b llH. ud valor m rate of 00 1.1er •ent ou the higber
}lrl•·Pd )JUfH. 

Mr. l'Yl H . • ?ow, mny I a .. k tll enator, n a memb r of 
the <·ommitt , if he will t 11 u what the Turin: Commi · ion bud 
t() :-;n, in r f t' JH: • to th fir t paragraph which the enator 
fr m K ntn ·ky R ek. to amend, and whether or not the rate 
c ntnined in the bill i 111 rate th ~· recommended or wheth r 
it Is I·:~ or wh th r it i mor than th rat they rec mmended? 

Mr. BAHKLIDY. The pr dumation of the Pre 'ldent wa bn ed 
011 lutts- -

Mt·. TYDIN . o; I mean wht'n the committ wu having 
it~ h •nrin~ <lid the '.rarilt ommi.·.·ion giv • to the Finance ·om
mitll' • " 'hat it cou eiv •d to u th • fair rat on tbe-;e particular 
nrtid<>. 'I 

1\Ir. BAHl LE •. I do not recall that tb Tariff mmi ·.·ion 
t :-;tifi (1 at all. W had tal'i.fi exp rt. · ~it tin in the room who 
w r <'on:--ult rt by m mb 1'1' of the <:ommitt , out the Tariff 

Oluml.ssi n a.· ·udt did not t tify before the committee and 
llHHl • n > r ·umru n<lntion~. · far a thnt i: c ncerned, the 
tnrlfC •xt rt:-; did not I' gal'Cl it a.· a part of their province to 
l'N·ommPncl ratl•. to the ('ommittee. Th y au-;wered 1ue ·tions 
wh •u th<'Y w r a.·k a nbnut the iuuu~try. 

M:r .• 'M > 1'. l\lr. I>re. ·ident--
'l'he PHEHII Ir · Fll~I 'ER. o s tb 'enator from Ken-

t\wk)' yi 111 to tlw .\mnt r from •tnh '! 
lr. 13AHKLEY. I . •i ltl. 

Mr. "'M T. I thinl thi L· rnthcr· a rlou · am ndment. I 
t hiuk th fa ·t · :honhl <lt•mon trntc to the cnate tbnt it 1 a 
vt•ry dan • ron:-; :nnen(lment. Lt t me r fpr t th imports of 
~ '· d . trnw bats comin in und r the p r cent rate. The 
nnmher f imi rt d hut.' for 1027 w:t.' 1.49 .. :~52. For the yenr 
J :! th unwb r wn. 1, !!),0 . l!'or 11 mouth of 1929 the 
numh<'r wn l, , 'Ofl. 

r~ t u ~l'c how lhc imJlOrtations run of ewed bats dutiable 
at 00 per c ut not fnlltn~ mHl r tlte pr . icl ntial proclamation. 
In 1927 th numb .r import d wa. 750.240, in 1028 the number 
wa · 1, • ,20.!, ml for 11 montb:i of 1929 th •re w re G,196.7G 
hnls. . 

Mr. BAH rLEY. I wa.' goin" to di:cu~: that phase of it a 
littlP ult in my own time. Tll• lar r prop rtion of the bat 
thnt hnv b n oming iu ar not traw hat . They are <:hip 
hnts. 1'hey 1l t r tnil in lll Uuit d • blte::; in th neiabbor· 
ho d of . 1 npi · . The rute appli <1 011 the· hat amounts to 
an ncl vnlorem rnt runnin ... a· high a· 1 5 per cnt on ome of 
t1H m. It iH rnttwr .trnnge cir •um. tan e-

Mr. H:\IO '1\ ~Ph enatot· w 11 qu~tli:fi · hi~ tatem nt by 
,'1\Ying "som' ooC them." 

It·. HI 1M S. Mr. Pr . ident--
rl'he PUE~II Il - Oil :1!'1 'ER. Doe th • nat r fr m Ken

tucky yi lcl 1 o th ,'('nntor from _ orth Carolina'! 
1\Ir. BAnrr~B '. I yield. 

lr. r::\1 1 ~' . I d -:ire to a:;;k the •nat r from Kentucky 
if 11 will not <ll · ·uss the que:.;tion of the ju tice and fairne s 
of th incr aA authoriz d hy th Pr :iclent' pr clamation with 
r fN nc· t th hat~ . pok n of in tbi · paragraph. I under
. tnnu it, th purtun·nph 1. tb only on under which there has 
h (•n up to thiH tim any application to the Pre. ident for an 
hH•r n.s in uuty. ].'he nalor from Utah just read u ome 
1lgour ~ of iiDl)()rt. · of hats embrac(.>d in the other paragraphs. 

It does not appear that the domestic producers of these hats 
have applied under the pr sent law to the Pre ident for an 
increase in duty, notwithstanding the incr a e in imports. The 
only application we have had is under thi particular para
graph, and it, I understand, is the paragraph under which the 
cheap hats come in which are largely u ed by the poorer people 
of the country. That is the only paragraph about which there 
had been any complaint up to the time the House acted upon 
the general revi ion of the tariff. Am I corre t about that? 

:\Ir. B.\.RKLEY. The enator i'"' correct about that. The 
application for an increa e in rates was on the ewed hat . 

Mr. IM:\IO~S. But there has been no application with refer-
e to the e variou paragraphs? 

1\Ir. B..iRKLEY. I think not. I do not know of any other 
application, and I think that is a correct statement. 

1\Ir. DDIO .. T • What I de ire the Senator to di cu , and 
I think it i · 'ery important, is why was the application made 
a. to thi.s paragraph and not as to the other paragraph . Doe· 
the te ·timony that wa taken eem to the enator to ju 'tify the 
increa"' e? 

1\Ir. BARKLEY. I do not think the testimony given before 
the Finane Committee justifi the increase for rea ons whi<.:b 
I de ·ire to mention very briefly, for the very rea on that the 
application for the increa e applied to the cheaper quality of 
hat , many of which are not even made in the United • tat :; 
but operating on the theory of the banana tax, that if w can 
keep bana-na out it will compel the people to eat apple .. au 
application was made for an increa e in the tnriff on the ch nper 
hat· on the as, umption that to re. trict the importation of the 
chenp .r bat" would require the American people to buy more 
of the higher-priced bats, and in an indirect way the hannel 
of trade would be directed into the hand of the manufacturer:-: 
of the m re expen ive bats. 

My oppol'ition to the increa~ is ba,ed v ry larg ly upon th 
fact that many of th m are not produced in the 'nited tate 
and that they are u!'ed very largely by the laboring men nnd 
farmer.· who can not afford to buy the bigber-pric d hats. ~ot 
only doe. the increa::·e apply the mo i heavily to tb character 
of hats carried in the bill, but even the President's proclamation 
i: limited in it intreu e to the cheaver hat which come into 
tlle (•ountry. 

lr. ,'Dll\1 • ~ . Taking all the different para~rnphs, five in 
number, dealing with different kind. of hats, I tbink the dutie 
under the pre ent law are ·ufficiently high. They have not been 
qu stioned by the American producer anyhow, exc pt in on 
instance. I recognize the fa 't that when the Tariff Commi. ·ion 
ha · onRidered an application for an increa e, nnd when the 
Pr idem, acting upon their report, has ordered an increa ·e, 
that fact i entitled to favorable consideration at the hand · of 
the ongre ·~. 

But the ongrE$;· ir no more bound by the Pre ident' increa e 
of a tariff rate, unl s it find, it wa · ju ~tified, than the Con
are..;;;; i ~ uouud by a tariff rate levied by a previuu Congre ·:.;, 
unl · it finds that it wa ju tified under the circum tance..:. I 
wanted the enator to uiscu:::os that becau. e I think it i a very 
important matter, and thi i the fir-t time, I believe, that we 
have dealt with an increa e made by the Pre ident which has 
b en called into question. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator will recall that in the metal 
. ·ch •dule in the tariff on pig iron--

Mr. IM:l-10. • '. I beg the ..,enator' pardon. It did oc<:ur in 
that ca.·e. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We there dealt with the arne propo ition, 
wher the Pr . ident had increa. ed the rate from 75 cent· to 

1.12:-. and we reduced the rate back to 75 cents a · carried in 
the act of 1922. 

1\lr . .'Ul 10 .. ·s. I would r "'ard an increa e by the President 
a:-: l>eiug . orne evidf>nce that the rate ought to be increu ed, but 
I would not rl"!rard it a any more binding upon the 'ongre .. 
than if the Congre.·. it.·elf had made a rate that was too hi"'b. 

llr. BARKLEY. I take the same view of it that the euator 
fl'(JJU .. 'ortb Carolina take . 

Mr. 'IM.MO ... T • There i nothing acred about an increas 
made bv the Pre ident. We are takincr increa es made by pre
viou..s 'ongre ... e~ and ay that they were too hi~h. Tbt:-re i. 
notbina acred about a rnte of taxation imposed by th Pr . i· 
dent by proclamation. It i entitled to eriou consideration and 
mayb what a lawyer would describe a somewhat in the nature 
of pl.'ima facie evidence. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator has stated the propo ition with 
clarily and fuirne s, as he always doe . I would ay that the 
burden of proof on tho. e who rely on the Pre ident's proclama
tion incr·ea ing the rate is .,till greater when that increase ap
pli(· more heavily on the clothes of the people who are le able 
to bear it, which is the fact in relation to these straw hilts. 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l.Ur. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator understands that the application 

to the Tariff Commission for rates on straw hats was not as 
to any particular class of hats. It was a request for a complete 
investigation of straw hats that were imported into the United 
States. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I think the application was so made, 
but the investigation and proclamation largely centered around 
hats contained in subsection 4. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from New Yo'rk? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. COPELAND. I should like to ask the Senator, in order 

that we may have all of the matter before us, if he intends to 
offer any other amendment to paragraph 1505 than the two he 
has suggested? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I have no other amendment to offer. 
Mr. COPELAND. Then the two matters before us relate to 

subsection 3, where the Senator proposes to strike out the 
specific duty ; and to subsection 4, where likewise he proposes 
to strike out the specific duty. Is that correct? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. The change I propose is to eliminate 
the $4 specific duty per dozen. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to some of the 
reasons why I think the $4 per dozen specific duty ought not to 
be adopted. In the first plac·e, with the exception of the very 
tow-priced hats known as chip hats and used almost exclu
sively in the farming districts, the present duties are so high 
that American manufacturers can and do undersell the im
porters. In the second place, the imports of all hats except the 
low-priced chip hats are rapidly declining. If the duty is raised, 
as it is provided in the bill, it will result in an absolute embargo 
upon the importation of all hats, including chip hats. 

In order to show the enormous increase provided. in the two 
sections, I want to discuss them both together, because they 
apply to the same thing, subsection 3 applying to blocked or 
trimmed hats, whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained, 
and subsection 4 applying to sewed hats, whether or not blocked, 
trimmed, bleached, dyed, colored, or stained, the difference be
tween the two paragraphs being the difference in the ad valorem 
rate of 50 and 60 per cent, the specific ·$4 rate being the same. 

Many of the cheaper hats that are imported into this country 
are imported at a price below $4 per dozen invoice price. This 
increase applies very largely to the hats which are not made of 
straw but are made of chip, chip being very fine shavings which 
are obtained from wood and other similar materials, which at 
first sight have the appearance of straw but which, as a matter 
of fact, are not straw at all. 

These hats come into this country invoiced at less than $4 a 
dozen, but, in order to make my illustration plain, I will say 
that they come in at $4 per dozen. At the present time such a 
hat is imported under a tariff rate, we will say, of 50 per cent. 
Some of them are bearing a 60 per cent tariff rate under the 
law, and not under the President's proclamation; but if such a 
hat is bearing a 50 per cent ad valorem rate and is valued at $4 
per dozen, the tariff on that dozen bats amounts to $2, but under 
the pending bill it amounts to $6, so the tariff rate carried in 
the bill on a $4 per dozen hat, assuming that it were a 50 per 
cent rate, would be 150 per cent as compared to 50 per cent; 
or if such a hat bears a 60 per cent rate, the duty would be 
$2.40 plus $4, making $6.40, which would be the tariff and 
which amounts to about 165 per cent. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from New York? · 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. COPELAND. I desire to show the Senator an exhibit. 

This [exhibiting] is an Italian chip hat. 
The· net foreign selling price is $3.58 per dozen. 
The total landed c.ost at present rate of duty is $6.39 per 

dozen. 
The total landed cost under rate of duty in Senate Finance 

Committee's report is $10.43 per dozen. 
The actual American net factory cost on a hat exactly com

parable with this without any selling, administrative, or other 
expenses is $10.86 per dozen. 

The hat which I have here will show the Senator the type of 
hat which is being imported. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from New York, 
of course, understands that American hat makers are not mak
ing chip hats. 'l"hey are making a bat that may be comparable 
9ut of~ st.raw, but they ~re not m~king a chip hat. The 

chip hats are altogether imported, and the American manu
facturer does not produce them. What is attempted to be done 
here is to prevent the importation of chip hats so as to compel 
the American people to buy the bats that are being produced 
in the United States at a higher cost. 

The chip hats that are brought in under the present rate can 
be bought in any community in the United States for around 
a dollar apiece. They are not harvest hats ; they are not woven 
hats ; they do not come in under the exemption of subsection 
5 providing for harvest hats coming in at less than $3 a dozen, 
bearing a 25 per cent ad valorem rate. The chip hats can be 
bought now by the American farmer and by American working 
men for an average of about $1 apiece at retail. At present 
they bear a rate not exceeding 60 per cent, but under this bill 
it is proposed to bring in an identical hat with a rate of 165 per 
cent; in other words, it is proposed to make the $4 specific duty 
levied on these hats greater than the invoice price of the hat 
{!S it is imported. 

It will offer no consolation to the American farmer to say 
that be may buy a woven hat, which is known as the harvest 
hat, and pay a tariff of 25 per cent on it, for if he desires a 
little better hat, one that he may wear to town when he quits 
his work, one that he may wear to church or to any sort of 
public gathering or anywhere else that he pleases outside of the 
harvest field, he must pay the 165 per cent duty on that kind 
of hat. That is what is proposed in the pending bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Kentucky has stated that 

we do not make any chip hats in the United States. That is 
true, because the Italians ship such hats in at less than the labor 
cost alone in this country would be. The reason why we do not 
make those hats is not that we can not make them, but because 
of the fact that it bas been demonstrated beyond any question of 
doubt that the labor cost in the United States alone to make a 
hat such as the foreign article valued at $4 a dozen would be 
more than the entire cost of the hat imported here with the 
duty paid. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, that may be true, but does 
the Senator from Utah take the position that in order to enable 
the American manufacturers, paying higher wages to their work
men, to make chip hats the importation ought to be either so 
restricted or prohibited as to make it possible for them to make 
them, paying high wages, and sell them to the American people 
at the price which the high wage would justif.v? The American 
hatters are paying their labor-and I am glad that they are 
doing it-about a dollar an hour. That is a good wage, and I 
do not want to see it reduced. 

The American hat manufacturers are in no bad way, because 
the hat manufacturers who are able to pay a dollar an hour to 
their laboring men and at the same time make profits are not in 
distress, and there is no reason on the part of labor why we 
should increase the tariff on these hats. 

The laboring men have not asked for an increase over a dollar 
an hour, which they are now receiving as workmen in the hat 
factories of the United States, and, in my judgment, it will be 
nothing short of an outrage to raise the tariff on these cheaper 
hats so high that it will prevent their importation or would 
make it possible for American hat makers to produce them at 
American high wages and sell them to the American people at 
three or four times the price at which they now purchase them, 
in order that they may be produced under the high wages paid to 
the American workingman. . The question is, Shall we deny the 
American people, especially the classes who buy these cheaper 
hats, selling for a dollar or $1.50 or $2 apiece, the opportunity 
to purchase them at ·a reasonable price? Many of them can not 
pay $5 and $6 and $8 and $10 for a straw hat. 

Every Senator knows that during the last 10 years the price 
of straw hats bas increased gradually. We have not been able 
to tell always the reason for the increase, which has been e\i
dent not only in the case of men's bats but likewise in women's 
bats, but the manufacturers of high-priced hats•are not in any 
distressed condition, Mr. President, that justifies an increase in 
the price which we are to pay them, or an increase in the tariff 
which is to be levied upon the product. 

Furthermore, the manufacturers of hats who came before 
the committee urging this increase in the tariff rate undertook 
to show that the increase in the importations of these cheap 
hats, largely coming from Italy and very largely made up of 
chip hats, to which I have referred, bad enormously increased. 
In order to show the volume of importations they included 
about three and one-half million ~ats that were brought in here 
as raw material, upon which they are asking a reduction from 
35 per cent to 25 per cent, and upon whieh they have received 
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thnt r ducll n. Th rnw, body bat· tbu brought in as raw 
material by the Am rlcan manufacturers have been bearing a 
35 per nt duty, out, b cau, they wanted a d crease in the 
pl'i of th<'ir own raw mut rial they came before us and a ked 
for a r du<'tion from 3r-: per c nt to 25 per cent ad valorem, and 
they bu. ( d tlH lr 1 qu ~t for the r <luction on the fact that rough, 
h\ w h <ly bnt~. n th y are ailed, wcr imported a raw mate
l'iul. 1\11(1 th<>r for wcr·e finished in th Unit d Stat , were 
l.lh)(·k u and JH' pur d for th Am rican coru umer in American 
fn •tori ~. mploying American labor, at the high rate of wage· 
1 wllieh I ltav ref rr l, and ba.· <1 up n that pl a they .,ecured 
u r duction from 35 p r c nt t 25 p r c nt on this raw material. 

+>t when tlwy llHk f(lr a big11 r rate, an increase in the rate on 
the ftnb;h d IlrO<lu •t, tl1ey ndd th thr e and one-half million 
l'OU rh, raw, blo •ked lwts upon which, as raw material, they 
l1nve •m· d a rt dud ion in duty, and they add th e three and 

n hnlf million to tlw numb r of bats that are imported, in 
ord r to b . t the volume of importation , and ther by convince 

.ongre.·. th t th ~· lll'P •ntitl d to a higher rate upon the im
P rt d fini. hcd pr du t. 

Mr. PELA TD. Ir. Pr ~dent, will the nntor yield? 
Th VI E PRljJ IDllJNT. Doe the nator from K otucky 

yi 1<1 to th • nntor from New York? 
Ir. BARKLEY. I do. 

Mr. • PELA 1D. Th r i. not any doubt in th mind of the 
, < nn tor, I tnk • it, that there have been such importation of 
l1at., ltb r id nticnl or comparnbl to hats made here, tbat 

ur traw-hnt industry iR thr atened with annihilation. D es 
1h<' • <·nutor doubt that'! 

Mr. BARKI .. I•~Y. I clo not admit any such statement a that. 
M:r. llBLAND. Th 'l'nutor i aware of the fact that 

<1om ·lie hnt-manufa<·turing e tabli ·bments ar de •lining in 
num r? 

Mr. BARKLI~ "'. They may be declining in number for the 
sum r a:on that <>artht>nware tablishments have been declin
ing in numb r, b au· of ab:;orption und purchn~e. ju ·t a what 
nre known a m rchuut J)ig-lron fnrnnc :i are deCI·ea. ing in num
b r, becnu. th y lu1v b en ab. orb d by lnrg r unit in the awe 
maunfa •turing industry, or it muy be that the hat-manufacturing 
t'Stnbli~hm nt' have he('ll r duced in number by a ·imilar process 
to U1at wlu h Jl) uow uppar ntly going on in ilie cement indu ·try, 
wh r the nit <1 tat '• 't 1 orp ration i" pw·chasin" e\·ery 
now and then a v ry su · · ·ful uml profitable cement plant. 
Th statl. ·tic~. no douht, ov r a cour~; of yem·s will show a still 
furth r r ducti n in tlt number of plan · if that process shall be 

ntinu d. 
Ir. PIDLA 1 D. ~Ir. rr r-;iclent, if the ,"enator will bear with 

me ngnin, 1 t rue call hi' attention to the fact that the N w 
orlc hat factor! s durin" the ln.·t two year have suffered a 

loHs of mploym nt of " r 33 1) 1· cent. WbeU1er that is due to 
<•on ·oJi<lotion or some other movement of that sort, the fact 
r main. that, far a. the men employed in making hats in the 

tnte of N w ·ork are concerned, the number is one-third 1 
thnn it wu two y nrs ago. 

Mr. l\1 OT. 1\lr. Prt ident, will the enator yield? 
The VI E PRE. 'IDE. ''1'. Doe. the en a tor from Kentucky 

yl •1<.1 to th ' uutor from tah? 
Mr. BAlU."LEY. I yi 1<1. 
Mr. , 'MO ~r. Mr. rr sident. the.. are the fact. : There were 

23 Htnlw-hnt mnuufadurer who signed the brief which was 
H ut to all S<'nators wh u the tariff rate wu chang d. Twel>e 
hnve gou ~ ont of business, 2 have old out, 3 ht ve merged, 
and 2 ar to-duy Helling for ign hut as a part of their product. 
In other words, they are . ellin .... , a I am told, more foreign hats 
1han they ar · lling hat: of th ir own production, and they aave 
Wi a .r al4on the fact that it wu ab:solutely a que~uon either of 
goiug out of u. in .' or doing that, and they concluded finally 
to rnn ns nmrh f th ir plnnt a they could and ell the for "i{nl 
importations in ord r to muke up whateve1· lo they incurr d 
Jn op 'rating th lr plants. 

1\tr. BAIU LEY. I gave the figure a while ago at three and 
on -hnlf million. I find by r ference to my notes that the num
b r of raw hut. imxJOrt d by the Am ricnn manufacturer· a. 
raw mnterlal and finl~hed by them with American labor nctually 
is 4, ,3 . They, of cour e, are entitled to go into the figure 
of Am ri an d mP. tic production. 

Mr. 1\1 T. Ther ar two institutions in the United tate:; 
that hn}>ort the hut· referrE'd to. It i true that they did import 
tlw!'le hut: and are .. ellin" th m becnu. e of the fact tha.t they hnd 
t do that or cl e lo. their plants, and between the two evils I 
tbiuk th y cbo" the le !oier. 

Mr. C< PELAND. Mr. I>re ·Went, will t11c Senator yield? 
Th VICE l'HE I ENT. Do s the S nator from Kentucky 

yield to the nat or from New York? 
Mr. BAUKLEY. I will yield in just a moment. 
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In 1928-I think it wa · 1928; I do not think the figures in

clude 1929, because they are taken from the testimony before 
the committee-we con. umed in the United States 21,70:>,831 
hats; we imported of sewed straw hat , which largely consist 
of the cheaper hats, 2,812,428 and of finished hat , 1,043,000, 
making a total of 3,855,42 hats that we imported, compared 
to a domestic con umption of 21,705,000 hats; showing that all 
importations of hats-cheap, medium priced, and high priced
comprise about 17 per cent of our total domestic <:on ·umption. 

I ~·ield now to the enator from New York. 
1\lr. COPELAND. I called attention the other day. in a 

colloquy with the enator from Nebra._ka, to what i going on 
about silk hats. 

Because ot the importations and the cheap labor abroad, it is 
now impossible for the makers of silk hats to continue operation 
he1·e; so they do exactly what is going on with reference to ilie 
hats discu sed by the enator from Kentuck"Y. The manu
facturers and al o the tores where tho e hat are old bring 
in the foreign hat, tnke out the lining of the foreign manufac
turer, and put in an American lining. 

Take the hat that is sold to the Senator-the cr'u h hat that 
he wears on certain occasion , for which he paid from 20 
to $25. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I beg the . enator's pardon. I think he has 
rall:ed his " ante" a little too high there. 

r. COPELAND. I will make reference, then, to the Sena
tor from Ohio [Mr. FEss], who ha a carnation to-day, this 
being 1\IcKinl y day. But, anyhow, the crush hat that is sold 
here with the Knox label in it for $20 or $25 is a hat made on 
the other side of the ocean and brought here for 72 a dozen, 
and this label i put.in it, and it is sold. The American hat 
manufacturer. are doing the same thing. They are finding 
that they can l>ur the ·e foreign-made bats so mu ·h more 
cheapl, • than they can make them that they bring them here 
and ell them to their cu ·tomers instead of their own more 
expen. ive product. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will .·ay to the Senator that what may be 
going on in the manufacture of Knox hats selling at 25 and.,: 
apiece--and I will ay to the enator that I am not on p aldng 
terms with any uch hnt-ha!' no application whatever to the 
bat" I am talking about. Why, these cheap chip and r-:traw hat: 
about whi<:h I am talking are not lined. The hat offered here 
a.; an exhibit by the enator from New York has no lining in it. 
Tile. e ~traw hats, except very high-priced bat , have notlling on 
the in ide except probably a little ornament in the way of lac 
or ~ilk. 

1\Ir. COPELAJ. 'D. Of course, I was only giYina an i1lustra
tion; but the ;~•cnator had already stated that these American 
manufacturer are bringing over foreian hats b cause th~y cnn 
buy them . o cheaply. They can better afford to import them 
and ell them, whether under their own lab I or otherwi e, than 
to make them tbemselvc .. 

Mr. BARKLEY. They are not bringing them over. They 
brought o er la t year 4.2 6.3 of them, because they do not 
make that identical product in the United States. They im
port it a a raw product, and it is included in the figures of total 
domestic production, and is not included in the importation~ of 
hat~, becau. e it i. not a hat. It is made into a hat ufte1· it get~ 
into the United State . 

Mr. OPELA iD. _ Ir. Pr~i<lent, will the Senator yield? 
The YI E PRE "IDE~ "T. Does t11e • enator from Kentuekv 

yield to the ,"'enator from 1"ew York? · 
Mr. BARKLEY. I do. 
Mr. OPELA;:·D. They bring them in becan. e they can l>uy 

them so ch aply in Italy and li them at such a plice here. 
Mr. BARKLEY. A~~uming for the sake of the anroment thut 

that i tru , they ar not produced in the 'C'nited 'tate.:. lly 
imllOrtlna them in that ra~v condition they do give employment 
to thou!-:an<l of American workmen. OtherwL e they might not 
be able to giYe employment to these men ; becau~e if the rate of 
wages paid the~e men in factorie in the United • tate~ pre
clude the pos .. ..ibilit~· of their startin17 the proces" by wllich tbE'y 
are produced up to the point of their importation in thi.· raw 
condition, then we rui"ht assume that either they would not 
produce them at all or the price would be prohibitiYe to t11e 
ordinary American who i · compelled to buy a straw hat at re
tail for from 1 to ,.1.50 or 2 apiece; and it is larg ly in be
half of this cla~ · of American consumers that I am making thi. · 
effort to reduee the rate. 

I am not concerne<l about the man who can pay ..,10 for a 
·traw hat, or .,15 for a .. traw hat, or $20, or even . 5. I am con
cerned about the men-and there are thou. ands and hundr <1 
of thou and , if not million., of them in this country-who cnn 
not afford to pay more than a dollar or a dollar and a hnlf 
or two dollars ~piece for their straw hats. The rate of tarift 
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upon these hats has been boosted from 50 per cent ad valorem 
to 165 per cent ad valorem ; and the very increase made by 
the President's proclamation takes no account of these high
priced hats which men of wealth can afford to buy, but the in
crease in the President's proclamation is made upon the cheaper 
hats wholesaling at $9.50 per dozen or less. 

In the calculation to which I have referred, the very cheap 
hats about v;rhich I am talking really ought not to be taken 
into consideration, because they are not made in this country; 
and if they were not imported the American wearer would 
not qe able to obtain that quality of hat. He would either have 
to do without his straw hat-a so-called straw hat, whether it 
is made of straw or chip-or he would be required to pay, in all 
probability, twice the price that he now pays in order to obtain 
one. 

In order that a few manufacturers of hats, located in a very 
restricted area of our country, may increase their prices to 
the American consumer, I ask whether the Congress of the 
United States is going to deny to millions of our people who are 
not in a po~ition to indulge in luxurious straw hats the op
portunity and the right to buy hat13 at prices at which they 
are now able to obtain them. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen3;tor from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
· Mr. BARKLEY. I do. 

Mr. COPELAND. Would the Senator prefer that I should 
not ask him these questions during his speech? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I am perfectly willing for the Senator 
to interrupt me. What we are trying to do here is to get 
information. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator has said that we do not 
make these hats. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We do not m3;ke the chip hats; no. 
Mr. COPELAND. No; but if it were possible for our manu

facturers to have some degree of protection they could make 
a hat comparable to these and sell it at a very low figure. 

There is a hat that costs 25 cents in Italy, and when it gets 
to the consumer here it costs him a dollar; but we could have, 
by some degree of protection, an encouragement of the straw
hat industry so that a comparable h~t could be made here and 
sold at that price. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am sure the Senator does not contend that 
the American hat manufacturer could turn out that sort of a 
hat, and pay the rate of wages we pay American workingmen, 
and be able to sell it to the consumer for a dollar. 

Mr. COPELAND. - Not a chip hat; but he could make a straw 
hat. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We could not turn out very many of them, 
paying the rate of wages we now pay, and sell them at a dollar 
apiece. . 

Mr. COPELAND. Is the Senator willing to have the country 
flooded with the cheaply made Italian product, even though, 
conceding his point, it might be necessary to add a trifle to the 
retail price of the article? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not advocating a tariff rate that will 
result in flooding the country with a cheap product; but I will 
say this to the Senator : If those who are able to pay exorbi
tant and high prices for expensive hats like the MjJ.an, which 
is not an American product, and the leghorn, which is also 
an imported product, and the Panama, which is not an American 
product but which is imported, why should we object to giving 
the ordinary, common citizen of our country a right to have a 
hat imported at a price he can afford to pay for it? 

It is all right to say that there shall be no increase in the 
price of Panama hats ; and this bill carries no increase on 
Panama hats. It is all right to say that there shall be no 
increase, and this bill carries no increase, on leghorns and 
Milans and these other high-grade imported hats that we bring 
in from Italy. But when it comes to the cheap hat that the 
ordinary laboring man and farmer is compelled to use because 
of his financial restrictions, we are asked to put an increase 
of 165 per cent on that sort of hat, because there are more 
of them coming in, because there is a greater demand for 
them than there is for the higher-priced hats which the Senator 
and I sometimes buy and, with rare economy, may be able 
to wear. 

1\fr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator froru Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. COPELAND. I will go just as far as the Senator with 

any sort of tariff upon anything which is a luxury, but we have 
a different enterprise here. We used to be the leading straw
hat country of the world. For 60 years New York led the 
world. in making straw hats. Now, however, because of the 

fact that these imitation straw hats, made out of wood shavings, 
can be brought in, and because they look well and are sold at 
a low price our industry is dying. The reason why the Presi
dent's proclamation did not include hats like this, as the Sen
ator very well knows, is because chip hats were not under 
consideration. 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; but it includes the cheaper straw hats 
that sell for less than $9.50 per dozen. 

Mr. COPELA..l~D. Yes; but because these hats were made of 
wood they did not come under that proclamation. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me ask the Senator a question: If the 
American manufacturers, paying their rates of wages, could 
make a chip hat like this one and sell it to the American con
sumer at the same price that he now pays for it, why did they 
not, with all of their ingenuity and their foresight, originate 
the production of this type of hat rather than allow it to be 
produced by the ingenuity of some other country, and then, as 
soon as the American people have seen it and desire to buy it, 
come here and ask Congress to prevent its importation by 
imposing a rate so high that it can not come in? 

Mr. COPELAND. The American consumers are not buying 
it because of the fact that it is a chip hat. They are buying 
it because it is a fine-looking hat. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In all probability the average man who 
buys it does not know what it is made out of. 

Mr. COPELAND. No; he thinks it is a straw hat. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; it looks like straw, and probably wears 

as long as the s3;me quality of straw would wear in the same 
type of hat. 

Mr. COPELAND. And yet, after all, it is a counterfeit. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Well, no; it is not a counterfeit. It is 

not advertised as straw; but even if the retail merchant who 
sells it to the consumer does not go to the trouble of explaining 
that it is not made of straw, that is no indication that there is 
any deception in it. 

I bought a hat down here in Washington last summer that 
happened to attract my particular attention, and which I 
thought might add to the defects of nature and make me look 
more p1:esentable. I bought it. In ordinary parlance, it might 
pass as straw; but it has not a single straw in it. It is made 
out of some kind of grass or composition material which I have 
never been able to understand or define or know the origin of ; 
but that was just as much a counterfeit, so far as I am con
cerned, as these chip hats. 

Mr. COPELAND. I do not raise that point; but I do say 
this to the Senator: How can we expect to have American 
labor paid and have income enough to buy a thing, whether it 
is a straw hat or something else, unless we maintain in our 
protective tariff the difference between the labor cost here and 
the labor cost abroad? 

I know that the Senator and I are quite together on that 
proposition. There are many varieties of Democrats, I know ; 
but I think it is the attitude of the Senator-it certainly is 
mine-that we must equalize the difference between domestic 
and foreign labor. Now, because an Italian laborer working 12 
hours a day at almost nothing per day can produce that cheap 
hat, but which looks well-it is a nice-looking hat-and flood 
our country with it, then immediately we say, "Well, we must 
protect the poor man who must buy a hat"; but, as a matter of 
fact. the poor man would not have the money to buy even an 
Italian hat unless he had protection enough to make it possible 
to have employment in the United States. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator does not dispute the fact that 
the rates carried in this bill will operate as an embargo on the 
importation of the chip hats from Italy, does he? 

Mr. COPELAND. I do not know. I am not sure that the 
specific rate fixed is right. I should be willing to argue that 
matter with the Senator; but I know that unless some specific 
rate is added to the ad valorem rate there will be no benefit to 
the American manufacturer, and that, instead of having a re
duction of one-third in two years of those employed in making 
hats in my State, there will not be anybody making hats in my 
State. They have been looking forward in the hope of having 
protection through this bill in order that they might continue 
their operations. I believe in all sincerity that the straw-hat 
industry of my State and of that vicinity-and the Senator 
knows that is the center of it-is at stake now. If we strike out 
the specific rate, as the Senator proposes, the industry will be 
destroyed and these workmen will be on the streets. They will 
be eating their last year's straw hats instead of buying any new 
ones. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President. the Senator knows that 
brings up the question of the relative benefits to a relative num
ber of people involved in any tariff rate, and, of course, around 
it also revolves the question, if we apply the same rule to all 
the importations that come in conflict with American produc-
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tlon, wh r wlll we have any market for the snrpln products 
ot our own fnct ri and our own field·? The balance of trade 

.tw en the United tate. and Italy i in our favor. The same 
is t ru of Switz rland; th same i true of Belgium ; the arne 
is true of En~lu nd ; the same i · true of Franc . If when acting 
on a •h iudividunl schedule in this bill e take the po ition 
tlutt, although w hav n v r produced the ariicle in the United 

tnt , w • ar going to levy a tariff l'O bi"'h that the article can 
not om in from nny country wber it i produced, ther by auto
nmtically rai ing th pri of that article to the American 
pcopl , lntndr d. of thom;nn<l. of whom purclla. it to every 
bundr d wllo mnk It, I wonder, afteL' nll, what is goina to be-

omC' of U1' boa. ·ted for ig:n onun rce of the nite<l tate~. 
That i · a qu stion U1at mo:t m n in thi hody seem to have 

loRt ight f. W nr an (':xport ing nution. '!'he nation of the 
wot·ld can not buy our prounct by the payment of money. 
Italy ow . the tJnit d tate;', Belgium owE>$ the United State', 
}'rnn , l!Jnglnncl, and rmnny owe th Unit l tate~. They 
t•nn not buy our urplu~ prodnd; by paying cash f r them. 
Th. ottly wtly th<'Y an buy them is to xchan~e .·ometl1ing they 
have for . om tlling they w.mt thnt we pr du ·c. Yet, if in the 
('ou-.id ration of ev ry individual C'b dule we ay, "Tbi:4 will 
not harm t11e Am ri an peopl mtu:h if we put an embargo on 
it," wh n we get through th bill and add up the urn total of 
our <1 lih mUon w will find that w have not only cru hed 
our for ign int rnatlonal trad but we hav thrown out of 
mpl ymcnt inftnit ly more men than we have given employ

ttwnt hy n narrow r . tri ·tion of our for ign trade in the manner 
t•mingly advocated by th ugg . ·tion of the enator from 

N w 'ork. 
I know b rto s not intend thnt, but we mu ·t not lo~e i"ht 

of tllc fnct that w l1ave millionR of m n working in the fac
tori : f th nited tate: producing commodities which all the 
nat i ns of the world de . .ire. If we prevent tho e nation· from 
s _nclln.,. to u · at lea t tbo.·e thing that we do not make, how can 
w hop to . <>11 th<>m th U1ings we do make? That is th pre
cis Aituatlou with ref r nee to the cheap chip hat in thi 
struw-hut ehedulc to wl1ich the S nator r fers. We <lo not 
mnke th m, we n ver hn v mud them, and I take it for granted 
that if we ould have mad them ·o us to 11 them to the 
Am rican consumtr at a rca onable price, the ingenuity of the 
AmE'riean p ple would have found a way to do it. Now that 
som oth r people bav f nod a way to do it and are ending 
th . bat 11 r in e.·chnng for omc of the good of which we 
do make n ::;urplu-., we are a ·ked to prevent that interchange 
of iut rnn!iolUll tratl b au~e it interferes with the sale of 
bnt.' on th part of Home 1 ople who make a di.tl'ercnt quality. 

Mr. PEL. . l\ir. Pr i<1 nt, will the enator yield? 
Mr. ARKLI!. . I yield. 
lr. PEIJAND. I ngr e with almost every word the S nntor 

htt.' . ·nid. I would b the ln~t person in the nate to do any
thing to hurt the nation.~ abroad or refuse to do anything po -
sibl<• to J()li vc th ir E'Couomic distrcs.. orne time I should like 
t cmlar~c upon t11at. Dut I t me engage the enator' atten
tion just a mom nt on this point. 'Ye are not eeking to estab
li. b in thi com1try factori ' for th mnking of chip hat:::, but 
6 year, ago the straw-hut industry tarted in tbe United 
~ tnt ~- B ar in min<l tlutt thi · inclustry i an American indu~
try, and it wns a pr . pcrou indu try for many year.. But 
now, b •nu: Itnly, by reason of cbenp labor and hlr .... Iusso
Uni's d .'ire to g t verybody ba k to work, nnd al. o because 
the Ilnlinns o~k s the mechanical ingenuity to invent thi sort 
of a llut, they nr shipping them lnto the United tates to kill 
th ~ .~traw-hnt in<lu:try hc>re. 'Y ur not ~ king to 'tablish the manufacture of hip 
hat but we want to pr erve the industry now making straw 
hats. 

1\Ir. BATIKLEY. If the "enator will pern1it me to interject 
just th 'r , in 1027 tlH'l' • w re imported 1,49. ,352 ewed braid 
lutts, whi h I. th OJ"<linary trnw bat we wear, made of braids 
of straw w d togE'th r, nc or ing to the bri f submitted to 
the lt'lnanc ommitt by the mannfnctur asking for this 
intr a. . Th very next year, 1!>28, the number of tho e same 
hat import 1 deer n d to 1,00:-, 2, n d crea~e of almo. t 
6 , hntR, or mor thnn 30 per c nt below the importations 
of 1927. 

If that i the type of hat the Senator 1 eeking to protect 
by slopping th importation of the~ ch ap chip bats, I . ugge t 
that tll fulling off of 30 per c nt of importations from 1927 to 
192 off rs a v ry poor ba. ·i for uch a eon lu ion. 

Mr. ' l'hTJA rn. :Mr. Pre lclent, if the enator will yield, 
let him lll'lt n to the figur whicll I want to give. 

Mr. DAHKLEY. I maJ :uy to the nator that the decrease 
Is fi(' ount <1 for in pint by th fact that the Pre ident's procla
mutJon raised the rate from 60 to 88 per cent ad valorem on 

those hat , and thereby reduced the number from about a 
million and a half to about a million. 

Mr. OPELA.r·D. But the Pre.'ident's proclamation did not 
touch hat of the type of that I bold in my hand. 

1\lr. BARKLEY. I realize thut, becau e that is not a 'trnw 
hat. 

Mr. OPELA4 "D. Therefore the hat which is .AuwJ"itan-
maue, and compete with thi.: bat, ha been put out of bu ·inc ·s. 

In 1913 the pereenta~e of importation of hat a compared 
with the con. ·nmptiou wa 6 per cent, in 1D27 it W<l.. 40 per 
cent, in 1 '> it wa · 30 per cent, anu in 1929 it was 60 per <:ent. 

)Ir. BARKLEY. :\Ir. Pre ident, tile Senator realize~ tbat, 
a.-;icle from importation., there ha, been a <1 cline in domt·.-:tic 
ron.'umption due in part to the habit of many of our :young 
people to wear no hat. at all in the summer. 

Mr. f'OPELA.ND. And clue to the weather. 
Mr. B.\.llKLEY. And due to the weather. During the la.'t 

hvo or three year the 1nt . prin ..... the cold weath r, atl<l the 
rains. have made the nson · abnormally late, anu, of our,'e, 
in thi country the hat~ are produced almo!-lt on hort notice, 
becau en sample hat i. mad in May or June antl i' ~ent arO\md 
and order" are !riven, and then tho hat:- later are mnnufac
ture<l in ac or<lance with the need of the trade. 

lcrchant do not tock up much in advance on traw bat~. 
They have bipment coming in every wel'k, and tho. e hipmC'nts 
ar ln~ely regulated by the weather in the pringtime, but due 
to late sea ons, and due to thi. fad of going barehe-ad d on the 
part of a lot of p 'OPle in the l:nit d tate~. e~peciaJJy young 
men, and al. o another fad of adopting the European habit of 
w arin.., in the summer a li ht-weight felt hat inst ad of a 
traw hat. con ·umption of traw hat in the United Stat s ha 

decrea ed ·without reaard to importation . o that accounts 
for a eon. i<lerable part of the falling off in our dome tic con
sumption. 

Mr. OPELAND. l\Ir. Pre;";id nt, I think the enator i~ cor
rect about that, but tbe Go,ernm ut report F;bow · tllnt for tho 
y ar en ling June 30, 1929, importation· of ~ewed ..,traw bats 
bad increa~ed 7 .1 per cent. 

Let me say further that th enator has mention d a thin" 
which i: deadly o far a the making of ~traw hat in th" l nited 

tate' is concerned. He has ·aid t11nt the :tyle i promulgated 
the y ar before. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ye . 
Mr. COPELAND. The very fact that it i~, and that the _tyle 

i fix d, and, like the law of the Medes and Per lan5:, can not 
be varied, mean that in June of thi year the traw-hat manu
fa turer will fix what the ·tyle i to be for next year. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ye . 
Mr. c PELAND. Due to that fact the knowledge of tlle 

tyles leak~ out to the for igner , who act the information. and 
th y have ample time, with their cheap labor and foreknowledge 
of what the ·tyle i' to be, to make a hnt which can be ~old here, 
identical in appearance and tyle with the American bat, and 
whi •h yet can be old h re for very much le.s . 

Mr. BARKLEY. I a -~ume it i" true, and I am willina to 
admit it i true, tllat it i, impo ible t prevent fort-igu manu
facturer from obtaining in 'ide information. I do not know 
that it i even inside information; it may be general knowledge, 
becau e the samples are tnken around either to the jobbers or 
to the retailers, or they end their representative to the fac
tory. At any rate, ... ampl . are made up in May or June, "·e 
will . ay, of this year. During the fall month , Augu t, ~ep
tember, and Octob r, eitb r by ending the ample out to the 
trade, or bavin"' the repr ·entath·es of the trade come to the 
factory, a ~ lection of the type of bat the rE:tailers want fo1· the 
next .,pring is made. Tho. e bat are not made up a ... o n a. 
the lections are made. They are made up the next l5pring, 
according to direction giyen hy either tbe jobber or the re
tailer, o that the number of hat· which will be produced u xt 
sprina will not be dependent upon the styles or the ·elecliou · 
made thi. year but will depend 1araeJy on the tate of the 
wenther next spring and . ummer. If the spring i lnt and the 
weather is cold up until April or :May or June, of course the 
number of bat that were anticipated by the factoric a: being 
their output will be materially curtail d. 

It ha · so happened that in the la ·t three or four year~ the 
. prings have been late, and there has been an nbnormal delay 
in the start of the straw-hat season all over the United • tates 
where traw hat~ are worn. Dut not only have tlle importa-
tion of the sewed hats to which I referred a while ago d -
crea ed from 1,499,000 to 1,005,000, a half million in one yenr, 
but also the importations of finil'heu woven hats have ftlllen off 
almo. t in the arne pr0110rtion. In 1927 ther w re imported 
into thi~ ('Ountry 1,37 ,044 finished woYeu hut!~. That i~ accord
ing to the tables submitted by the manufacturers' committ e to 
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the Finance Committee when they were asking for this increase. 
In 1928 there were imported of these same hats 1,043,015. That 
is taken from the Department of Commerce statistics for . 1928, 
which wm be found on page 57 of the summary issued in 
December of that year. 

The only hats that are coming in, the importations of which 
have increased, are the cheap, low-priced chip hats retailing at 
an average of about $1 or $1.10 a piece. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. COPELAND. Has the Senator the :figures showing the 

imports of shells; that is, of incompletely made hats? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I have the figures. They are called raw-hat 

bodies. The importations amounted ta 4,286,388. 
Mr. COPELAND. I have figures showing that the importa-. 

tions were more than that. The last census of manufactures of 
the United States, taken in 1927, clearly shows that of the 
straw hats completely made in the United States there were 
547,727 dozen sold, braid hats, and 256,461 dozen finished woven
body hats, except harvest hats. That makes a total of 804,108 
dozen, or 9,650,226 hats. 

The same report shows that we imported shells to the extent 
of 235,175 dozen, or 3,022,000 hats, which were finished in the 
United States. 

Mr. BARKLEY. My :figures are higher than that. The fig
ures I have are 4,286,388 of the body hats, so called, shipped in 
here as raw material, upon which the manufacturers them
selves have secured a reduction in the tariff. The American 
manufacturers of hats have come before the committee, and at 
their request have secured a reduction from 35 to 25 per cent 
on the 4,500,000 raw hats. They can not be included in the 
4,500,000 as raw material and used as a basis for a reduction 
because they are raw material, and in the next breath be 
included as finished hats when an increase is asked on 
finished hats. 

Mr. COPELAND. Can the Senator refer me to the reduction 
in rate requested by the manufacturers? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The bill carries a reduction from 35 to 25 
per cent ad valorem, and it was granted at the request of the 
manufacturer. 

Mr. COPELAND. That was on hats valued at less than $3 
a dozen? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. COPELAND. Harvest hats? 
Mr. BARKLEY. No. The harvest hat is a completed hat. 

These hats are in the paragraph providing "not blocked or 
trimmed, and not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained, 25 per cent 
ad valorem." That was 35 per cent. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is a reduction, of course. 
Mr. BAUKLEY. That is a reduction, and it is a reduction 

made at the request of the American manufacturers of straw 
hats because they wanted to get these partially made-up hats, 
which they regard as raw material, brought in here at a lower 
rate. Acting upon their request a reduction has been granted. 
At the same time that they ask a 'reduction on the raw material, 
they should not say that it is a finished hat and therefore 
ought to be included in the number of importations upon which 
they are asking us to increase the rate 165 per cent. 

Mr. COPELAND. I doubt if the Senator can quite claim that 
is raw material, because nearly all of the labor was furnished 
by the foreigner. 

M'r. BARKLEY. The manufacturer said it was raw material, 
and because of that he asked that the tariff be reduced and it 
wa6 reduced. If it were a finished product produced here at 
home, I have no doubt he would not be asking for a reduction. 

Mr. President, I have said about all that I have to say on the 
subject. I want to emphasize the fact that the importations of 
sewed and unsewed hats have fallen off in 1928 below 1927 
about 30 per cent. The only increase in importations is in the 
cheap chip hat which we do not make in the United States and 
which we could not make and sell at anything near the price 
the Ame'rican people are now paying for it, and yet we are asked 
to increase the duty so as to place an embargo on it and deny 
to the American farmer-because these hats are sold largely 
among the farmers and in the small villages-and to the Ameri
can workingman the right and opportunity to have and wear a 
cheap hat in order that we may compel him to wear some othe'r 
kind of a hat that is not imported, but which he will have to 
wear if he can not get this article about which we are talking. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Sene.tor from North Oarolina? 
Ml'. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. SIM:\fONS. Can the Senator give us the import value 

of the hats at present? My impression is that it is about 40 
cents apiece or $4.80 per dozen. 

Mr. BARKLEY. These hats are imported at an invoiced 
value of 35 to 40 cents apiece. The average is about $4 a dozen, 
which would be 33% cents apiece. Some of them come in at 
40 cents, but I think $4 a dozen is a fair estimate of the 
average import price of the chip hats. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But conceding they are worth 40 cents, 
which would be $4.80 per dozen, the section to which the Sena
tor is addressing himself proposes to add on to those hats $4 
a dozen or within 80 cents pet· dozen of what they are worth, 
plus 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. SIMMONS. It is 60 per cent in the bill. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Four dollars a dozen, plus 60 per cent ad 

valorem. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. SIMMONS. That is an increase of about 160 per cent? 
.Mr. BARKLEY. It is about 160 or 165 per cent. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Over the present law? 
Mr. BARKLEY. No; because if we base it on a valuation of 

$4.80 per dozen, $4 would be about 90 per cent and plus 50 
per cent would be 140 per cent; but- as to the hat which sells 
at $4 a dozen import price, the addition of $4 per dozen tax 
is exactly 100 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SIMMONS. So that the poor man when he buys that hat 
will pay more tax to the Government than he is paying for hat 
value? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Absolutely. In other words, the greater por
tion ·of the price he would pay would be in taxes and not in 
hat. 

Mr. SIMMONS. More taxes than hat value. 
Mr. BARKLEY. If he has to pay $1 for a hat imported at 

40 cents and we add this duty, he will pay not only that dollar, 
but he will pay about $2.50, because we add 100 per cent ad 
valorem to the 60 per cent which it now bears, and of course 
the retailer and the jobber will take that fundamental price at 
~hic.h it i~ laid down in New York, which includes not only the 
mvo1ce price but the expenses incident to office, insurance, and 
so forth, and then add the duty, and it will be found that this 
dollar hat will be selling for about $2.50 to $3 by the time it is 
multiplied and pyramided to the man who is able to buy it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. How many American workers are employed 
in making these hats? 

Mr. BARKLEY. There are no American workers employed 
in making this particular hat, but there are about 5,000 Amer
ican workmen employed in the making of straw hats of all 
kinds in this country. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Including the cheap hats? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Including the cheap hats that are referred 

to as comparable hats. Including all of the kinds of straw hats 
that we make, there are about 5,000 men employed in about 14 
different factories in this country making straw hats. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the Senator is not includin~ 
the salesmen and traveling men and clerks, is he? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, no ; I am not including the traveling 
salesman, of course, because he is not regarded as a laborer 
employed in the making of the hats. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I presume he is selling some other hats a~ 
well as this particular hat? 

Mr. BARKLEY. He is not producing the hat. He is merely 
passing it on to somebody else. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I notice that in all of these schedules there 
have been somewhat considerable increases, but in the first 
schedule, hats not blocked or trimmed, not bleached, dyed, col
ored, or stained, the committee only imposes a duty of 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; and that I will say to the Senator is 
a reduction below the present rate of 35 per cent, and it was 
made because the manufacturers of hats who import these raw 
blocks or unblocked aggregations of chip, whatever it is or may 
be called-- . 

Mr. SIMMONS. They thought they had more protection than 
they needed? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; they thought they had more protection 
than they needed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The next one is 25 cents per dozen and 25 
per cent ad valorem-25 cents a dozen instead of $4 a dozen. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. The difference there is that 25 cents 
each is added presumably to take care of bleaching. In sub
section 1 the Senator will observe that hats " not blocked or 
trimmed " are 25 per cent ad valorem, but if bleached the same 
hat comes in at 25 cents a dozen and 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Subsection 3, blocked or trimmed, whether 
or not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained; $4 per dozen and 50 
per cent ad valorem. Why does not the Senator, in proposing 
to strike out the $4 a dozen and retain the 60 per cent as in the 
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tlon 3, to Mr. BARKLEY. I think that all the5e l1at~ ought to 1 enr 

fh same duty l: _Nl upon their value. The hip hat, of conr:::o , 
have i · not made of ·h· w. hut it i." more or 1 of an imitation. 

1\lr. W AL. n of ~Itt!-- achu!'letts. It i a sub titute for straw. 
nntor' amendml'nt wa con- Mr. BARKLEY. Y s; it is a sub:-titut . and it lHt~ b n 

ado1 ted .a a <:nbstitu:e bccauc:;e of the con tantly increa -ing 
price of real :'i traw bat:-:. I think tlHtt the chip hat ought to come 
in UJHler the . arne rate tbat the same kind of a hnt would c me 
in if mad f . traw; in other word~ , if it is a hat worth • 3 or 
4 per dozen, I . ·ee no r a on why there . bould be a different 

rate on it b au!'e it hapr en ... to be mnde out of havings instead 
of l'traw, for, n~ n matt<'r f fact, :·truw i more pl ntiful in tllis 
counti'Y than are d1i "'· 

)Ir. \ YALSH of :U:n sachu. etts. l\Ir. Pre. id nt--
Tbe VI E PRESIDE "T. Doe the enator from Kcntm.:ky 

yield to the nator from :Ma. sachusetts? 
1\Ir. BARKLEY. I yield. 
~Ir. WAL H of ~In:-;~achu~ett:L The S nator from Xorth 

nrolina [l\Ir. IM.MO~ · ] _ugge t that the peciflc rate in this 
tn .. tance make· a di·crimination between hat· f different valu . 

Mr. BARKLEY. Y ._; I ju~t illu h·ated that. 
Mr. SLDIO ... .,. . 'Yhile the rates the Senator from Kentu ky 

pr po. e tr at them all exactly alike. 
Mr. BARKLEY. They treat all exactly alike. 
Mr. SIMM • . That i~, the enator propo es to tax them 

a cor ling to their value? 
Mr. BAH.KLEY. In other word., under my amendment a hat 

worth 4 a dozen will pay a tax of $2.40 a dozen, and a bat 
worth 16 a dozen will pay 9.60 per dozen ; o that the tariff 
rate paid on the hat incr n~es in proportion to the value of the 
hat, which i., after all, the fair way to fix tariff rate on articles 
of con umption such as bat . 

l\fr. Ull\fON. . But the committee's proposal is to place 
the rune duty upon the cheap hats as is impo~ed upon the 
higher-priced hats . 

.llr. BARKLEY. Ye~; in other word , the 16 hat pay $4 
and the $3 hat pay $4. 

Mr. '' ALSH of )fa~ achu ett . Of cour e, that method ot 
ft.-ing rat . runs all through thi bill . 

... Ir. BARKLEY. Ye ; that is one of the viciou tendencie. of 
thi.~ bill, namely, to fix wherever po sible a specific rate which 
operat more ..,everely upon people who are le. ~ able to pay 
than it do upon tho~· who are more able to pay. 

1\lr. W AL. H of Ma~ achu.sett. . I have not heard all the 
nator's able argument, but what d the enator . ay to th 

argument that there ha been an inve tigation of the ubject 
of traw hats and ther ha been a presidential proclamation, 
after inve ·tigation by the Tariff Commis ion, fixing the rate 
._omewhat hfaber than the Senator now propo e , although that 
r. te is very much less than the rate the committee has recom
m nded? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Tari:tr Commi ~ion, at the reque. t of 
the hat manufacture . made an inve. ·tigation of all traw hats 
and I'Ubmitted a report to the President. They estimated that 
becau ·e of the difference in the co t of straw hats of certain 
types-Qf course, it was not a uniform difference; it varied 
ace rding to the type of hat-but that upon certain types of 
hat , in order to bridge the cha m between the co t of produc
tion here and in Italy an increa e from 60 to 88 per cent nd 
valorem would be ju tified. Acting upon that report of the 
Tariff Commi~ ion, the President increased fl'Olll 60 to per 
cent ad valorem the tariff rate on all bats coming in of a value 
le · than '9.50 per dozen, carrying out what I consider still to 
be the viciou tendency of increa ing the tariff on lower-pric d 
bats con umed by the average man, by the working people of 
the country, and leaving untouched tlle high-priced hat. , which. 
men are able to buy according to their parti.cular fancy and the 
ize of their pocl~etbooks. 

I will say in this connection that the incrca.:e on the part of 
the Pre ident wa entirely too much. I do not reaUy think that 
it wa jn tified, any more than I 'think tlle increase in the tariff 
on pig iron was ju._tified as :fixed on the ba is of the Turifl 
Commi sion report. That i why I have offered my a.mendm nt 
to re~tore the law as it was before the President i ueu hi 

The pre nt duty because of proclamation. . 
1\Ir. W L H of :Ma. ~achu~ tts. orne of u.· who have made 

a tudy of this paragraph were dLturbed about t11e fact that, 
notwith tandina the pr ·idential pr clamation, there ha be u 
no ce. ation of import ; but, on the contrary, they have ruther 
increased. 
· Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is mistaken as to that. I have 

ju t given figure~ ..,bowing that the importations of blocked hats 
have decrea. ed from a million and a half to a million, and that 
the importations of .. ewcd hat have decrea ed fr m 1,350, 00, 
approximately, to about 1,000,000; so that there has been a dL~ 
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crease since the proclamation of about 30 per cent in the impor
tatio·n of hats to which the proclamation applied, but not ap
plying to chip hats. There has been an increase in the importa
tion of chip hats which, however, has been largely offset by de
crease in the importation of other hats made of straw. 

Mr. President, I do not want to take any more time. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 

Senator a question. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 
1\fr. HARRISON. As I understood the Senator, he has modi

fied his amendment affecting subparagraph 3, so as to apply a 
rate of 60 per cent ad valorem; is that rig:tlt? 
. Mr. BARKLEY. That is right. I was under the impression 
that the rate of the present law was 50 per cent, but upon learn
ing that it is 60 per cent I restored the rate in that instance to 
60 per cent. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator is mistaken. I have 
just invstigated and I have found under subsection 3 that the 
present rate is 50 per cent ad valorem, but in subsection 4 the 
ad valorem is 60 per cent; in other words, there is a differential 
of 10 per cent there, because one kind of hat is sewed and the 
other is not. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Subsection 3 reads, "blocked or trimmed, 50 
per cent ad valorem," but I have no objection to allowing 60 per 
cent to ·stand, even though it may be a 10 per cent increase over 
the present law. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield the floor. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the amendment proposed 

by the Senator from Kentucky shall be adopted and the bill 
shall become a law, there will not be any trouble about Italy 
paying her war debt. She will make all the straw hats which 
are consumed in America from Oregon to Florida and from 
Maine to California. 

Mr. President, I am not at all sure whether the specific rates 
as written in the bill are the proper ones; I am not competent 
to determine that question; but I know that unless some rates 
shall be provided beyond the rates which exist at the present 
time the straw-hat industry of America is destroyed. The ques
tion is up to the Congress. If it is willing to have the straw 
hats which are used in the country made in Italy, and the thou
sands of men and women who now work in the hat factories of 
America thrown onto the streets, that is its responsibility; but, 
Mr. President, I do not want that to happen. 

Here [exhibiting] is a straw hat to which repeated reference 
has been made this afternoon. It is made of wood shavings; 
it is a nice-looking hat. It is made by workmen over in Italy, 
who get 14 cents an hour, as against $1 per hour which is 
paid in the hat factories of New York. Do we want to protect 
the American laboring man? Do we want to equalize the differ
ence in cost as represented by the wage paid by the American 
manufacturer for labor and that paid by the Italian manu
facturer? In my opinion, Mr. President, the pending bill will 
not be a fair and just bill unless there shall be written into it 
a rate which will compensate the American manufacturer of 
hats for the higher wages which are paid the American work
ingman. That is the whole problem; there is not any other. 

Here [exhibiting] is a hat which one can buy in Italy for 
$3.58 per dozen-for 30 cents apiece. It is made in establish
ments that correspond to the old sweatshops of New York. It 
may be said that it is a wonderful thing for the American 
people that there may be imported into this country 30-cent 
hats. Of course, such hats can not be sold for 30 cents here, 
because the duty must be paid on them, but the total landed 
cost at the present rate of duty is $6.39 per dozen. This hat 
may be landed in New York for 50 cents. If the rate recom
mended by the Finance Committee were adopted, it would in
crease the cost of this hat to 80 cents. The cost of such a hat 
laid down in the store in Ame1ica would be 80 cents. 

Do we desire to have Amelican laborers to the extent of 
seYeral thousand put out of business and the investment of 
millions of dollars on the part of American business men sacri
ficed to the Italian hat manufacturers? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from New York yield to me? 

The · PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHEELER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Fot' information I should like 

to know what kind of straw is used in the making of the hats 
referred to by the Senator. 

Mr. COPELAND. This class of hat is made out of wood 
shavings; there is not any straw in it; and because there is 
no straw in it, when the question of the duty on straw hats 
was before the Tariff Commission and was considered by the 
President in connection with the issuance of his proclamation 
this type of hat was not included. 

Mr. SMOOT. It was not known. 
Mr. COPELAND. It was not known at that time; but it is 

a hat which is made out of shavings-the waste of the planing 
mills. · 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. May I inquire if we have any 
such raw material available in this country? 

Mr. COPELAND. We do not want to make that 'type of 
hat, but we can make straw hats that would be comparable in 
price to that hat if a proper tariff were levied upon it. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. How much tariff does the Sena~ 
tor think ought to be placed upon it? 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me repeat to my friend from Kentucky 
what I said a moment ago, that I did not know what amount of 
duty should be levied on these hats; I am not competent to 
say whether the rate imposed by the committee is a just rate; . 
but I do know that if the rate proposed by the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]-which is the same rate that 
we have at present-shall be adopted the hat business is ruined. 
There must be a higher ad valorem rate or, in addition to the 
ad valorem rate, there must be some ·specific rate fixed. 

Mr. HARR.JSON. Mr. President--
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Will the Senator permit me to 

proceed a little further? 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It was stated here the other 

day that last year there were brought into this country 41,000,000 
hats. Does that include any of the type of hats which the Sena~ 
tor from New Yorw is now talking about? 

Mr. COPELAND. Pardon me. Will the Senator repeat his 
question? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It was stated on the floor, I 
believe by the Senator from Massachusetts, the other day that 
last year there were brought into this country 41,000,000 hats. 

Mr. COPELAND. Something like that. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Did that include any of this 

type of hat? 
Mr. COPELAND. This type of hat is brought in in enor

mous quantities. Twenty-one millions is the "hypothetical pro
duction" of straw hats consumed in the United States. 

1\fr. SMOOT. Mr. President, sewed hats dutiable under the 
60 per cent rate, however, are increasing in this proportion: 

In 1927 there were 750,240 of them imported. 
In 1928 the importation had increased to 1,808,214. 
]'or 11 months of 1929 the importation was 5,196,768. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Is that the type of hat the 

Senator from New York is talking about? 
Mr. SMOOT. He is talking about the sewed hat now. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The importations have in~ 

creased from a little more than 700,000 in 1927 to more than 
5,000,000 in 11 months of 1929? 

Mr. SMOOT. Five million one hundred and ninety-six thou
sand seven hundred and sixty-eight. 

Mr. BARKLEY. M~. President, will the Senator yield 
there? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, that enormous increase is due 

to the fact that they ~re trying to get some of them in here 
before this tariff is put on, because after this tariff is put on 
none of them will come in. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, I do not think so. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Of course it is. That is what has always 

happened. 
Mr. SMOOT. These are the figures for 11 months. They 

have been increasing. I do not k.D.Q_w whether this rate will 
keep them out or not, because of the fact that they pay only 14 
cents an hour there and we pay $1 an hour here. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We do not pay $1 an hour for making these 
hats, because we do not make them. 

Mr. SMOOT. No ; we do not make them; but who can make 
them at a dollar an hour against 14 cents an hour? In other 
words, the cost of labor in the United States would be more 
than the price of the hat-nearly twice the price of the hat. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Let me get a little more in
formation, please, from the Senator from New York or the 
Senator from Utah. Were the 41,000,000 hats that were men
tioned by the Senator from Massachusetts the other day as be
ing brought into this country wool hats or straw hats? 

Mr. SMOOT. All kinds of hats, Mr. President. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The 41,000,000 includes all hats? 
Mr. SMOOT. All hats. 
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f ntucky. Ancl to about 5,000,000 last 
y nr. 

fr. BARI LEY. Tb enator will r alize that wb n tbi 
tariff b an to b agitated a ~7enr ag~the llou~·e committee be
gun it. b urin~ ov r a y ar ago, and tbl tari1f bill, carrying 
thi incr a.· 1 rat , w pa ~ed through the Hou. nearly a year 
a.r;o-bnl"' d upon th f~. r of what would happen or what would 
not happ n if thl bill 8houl<l bee me a law with tb rates in 
it, of cour:-: . the for ign manufacture have rush d in impor
tntion. in orcl r to avoid the duty and be able to get them in 
at all. If my tll ory 1~ corr ct, when thi. bill goe into eff ct 
they will not b . aule to import any of the-m. Ba. ed upon that 
f ar. th<'y hav inrreas d tb ir importations; and that is not 
only trn or truw bntH ut it is true of oth r things. 

fr. H BHI of K ntncky. If we ar not able to bring in 
uny of th . e hat~ and produce our own bat., will not that b to 
the aclvantn~ of th~ American J ople? 

Ir. BARKJ,Jl)Y. I will allow my coli ngue to do bi own 
figuring ahont that. 

IJ'. H B~IO of K<•ntucky. U ing American raw material 
nnd Anwricnn ln hor, will not that be an ad van tag to u. ·? 

1\1:1'. HAH.f"LJi)Y. '\ 7e can not produc tlte. hats in the United 
Htatt):-; all(l 1m:v the r.nte of wages which w nre paying ancl .. ell 
them nt nn. ·thin~ 1 . ,. thnn thre or four dollar~ apiece. That 
ran not be cl nE>. Tho que:tion is whether it l!'! better t shut out 
th<'. · hah nnd produ<· . th<".Jn h re at the high co t of production 
wllich i · iuvolv ·dill A.meri<:an production and increase the price 

to' the American consumer three or four hundred per cent or Jet 
some of them come in as they are now coming, and let the 
American people at lea t get the benefit of that much competi
tion in the American straw-hat market. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to an
other fact-that the unit value of all sewed bats dutiable at 
60 per cent is 30 cents. That is the unit value of all of the 
hats that are imported into the United States under this sewed
hat provision. That not only takes in the chip hats but it takes 
in the ewed bats a well. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If that i true, that still further increase 
above the pre. ent rate the percentage of increa e in this tariff 
that you have brought in. 

Mr. MOOT. Nobo ly ba denied it at all. The only que tion 
in tbi matter is to decide whether we are going to attempt to 
make bats in the United States or turn the inuu try over to 
Italy. That i all it i . 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator can not say wbetb r, even if 
we put an embargo on the. e bats from Italy, there would be a 
single chip bat made in the United State . We are not making 
them now, and there i · no guaranty that they would be mad ; 
but in place of them the merican con uruer woula be required 
to pay two or three time a much as be now pay . 

MI'. SMOOT. Mr. PreRidentl the Senator knows that the 
American manufacturer can make the ·e chip bat· just a well 
as they can be made in any other country in the world. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Why have they not done it? 
Mr. SMOOT. Becau they can not make them against 14-cent 

labor in Italy. 
Mr. BARKLEY. .1."0; b cau~e they can not make them with

out charging thr e or four dollars apiece for them; and they 
know that the American people who are compe1led to buy this 
type of hat would not pay that much for the American product. 

Mr. MOOT. Tb Senator say •· $3 or apiece." That i 
perfectly ab urd. The unit value of all of tb e hat that come 
in her i 30 cents. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Well, supp c::e it i . Can we pay the 
American laboring man a dollar an hour which is $10 a da~·, 
to make bat and ell them for a dollar apiece? 

Mr. M OT. The Senator wa-: talking about $3 hats. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I am talking about 3 hut . I . ay, 

that to pay the American rate of wa ~and make thi particular 
hat will increa the price of it to the American con"umer two 
or thr e time, . 

Mr. MOOT. Tber would not b as much profit made by the 
Am rican manufacturer, then if that were the en. e, a the 
profit made by th Italian wbo make tbi" chip bat. Hi. own 
acknowled~ d unit value wa les than 30 cents. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Pr ident, it is eas:y to w rk on our 
prejudice by sneering at an Italian who make~ a bat; but I 
am thinkin , not of the Italian but of the American who i~ 
rcquir d to buy th e bat . I should like to ha'le somebody 
stand up here and defend him. 

Mr. MOOT. Then, if the enator' theory were carried out, 
the rf>~t of the world would make everything; and where would 
be the workin:!man f tbi country, or wber would b Ameri a? 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator's tb ry were carried out, 
all we would do would be to consume everytbin"' w make our
selve • and have no mark t anywhE-re else for the surplu that 
our Ameri an lahor turn out . 

.. !r. ROBSION of Kentucky. It certainly mu. t be of ...,orne 
intere. ·t to have om t ody in this country earning money with 
which to buy thin~. Unless that i. done, we can not purcba. e 
them. 

Mr. COPELA~"D. Mr. Pre id nt, now that the ~torm i over, 
I will resume my remarks. 

Mr. WALSH of Mas ... achu~etts. Mr. President, will the :::; na
tor yield? 

Mr. OPEL.A~a>. Certainly. 
Mr. WALSH of Ma ~. achu~etts. I think there is a mi~appre

bensfon a to what is the raw material of which traw hat. are 
made. As I under tand, the raw material is something known 
as unit, which is produced in Japan, and bas to be import d 
into Italy and tbe United ~- tate. and every other country in 
order to mnke what are commonly known a. traw hat. . The 
raw material for the chip hats i. ma<le in Italy, and therefore 
the chip hat can be made much more cheaply than the common 
straw hut which i::; made from a bnsic material import d from 
Japan. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If whoever ha · the floor will yielt1-
Mr. COPELA ~o. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to tl1e nator tbnt we do uot 

pro<lue thi chip bat in thL country nt this time: and. •v n if 
we did produce it, we ~hould have to produce it nt a very grl'at1y 
incr ased cos:t over tit co:t of production in Itnly. I wHl :-;ay 
further, however, tlla.t whPn we coultl import traw hat · at a 
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rate of 60 per cent there were very few of these chip hats im
ported; but when the rate was increased to such a point that 
the American consumer buying these cheap hats could not afford 
a straw hat, then our imports of chip hats increased. 

Mr. SMOOT. The reason why they were not imported in 
previous years, Mr. President, is simply because the chip hat is 
a new product. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is a new product, largely brought about 
by the necessity to introduce something new that the American 
consumer interested in a product of this price could buy. The 
importation of straw hats fell off immediately upon the increase 
of the tariff by the President, and the importation of chip hats 
increased. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, speaking of the two or three dol
lars that it would cost the American to make the hat that is 
spoken of-and that is the best sewed hat-this is what the in
vestigation of the Tariff Commission showed ; and upon this 
showing the President made the proclamation increasing the rate 
of duty to 88 per cent. · 

Mr. 'VALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator is reading now 
from the Tariff Commission's report? 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Absolutely. I am reading from the report that 
was made to the President, and on this report the President in
creased the duty from 60 to 88 per cent. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. What was the date of that 
proclamation? I think it was 1925, was it not? 

Mr. SMOOT. July 17, 1925. 
Here is what the Tariff Commission found that sewed hats, 

the highest priced, and all that were made in the United States, 
amounted to. 

1\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Chip hats had not then 
flooded the market. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. No. The material cost was $6.44 a dozen, the 
labor cost was $4.60 a dozen, and the overhead was $1.70 a 
dozen, making a total manufacturing cost of $12.74 a dozen, or 
$1.06 apiece. That has reference to dollar-an-hour labor and 
the very best of hats. Talk about these hats costing $3 if there 
was a duty upon them! The best straw hat we make here would 
cost $1.06. 

l\lr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What is the unit value of the 
imports of those sewed hats? 

Mr. SMOOT. Thirty cents. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I notice in the RECORD that 

the unit value has decreased from 68 cents to 33 cents. The 
Senator has again and again said the unit value was 30 cents. 
He is correct if he speaks of the present time, but the present 
unit value includes chip hats, while formerly there were no 
chip hats, but there were sewed hats; and I take it the unit 
value of sewed hats was somewhere about 60 or 70 cents. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will give the figures exactly as the Tariff 
Commission found them as to the hat to which I have referred. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The sewed hat. 
Mr. SMOOT. The total manufacturing cost in Italy was 

$5.98; that is, $6 a dozen less than the cost in the United 
States, approximately 50 per cent less, which would mean that 
the American cost would be approximately a hundred per cent 
increase over the Italian cost. 

l\fr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I think the 

difficulty with the Senator's amendment is that his rate is too 
low, considering the increase in imports and the distressed con
ditions of the hat industry. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator scoffed at the suggestion that 
the hats would cost two or three times as much if this tariff 
were put on. Let us do a little figuring. The Senator says that 
the unit value is 30 cents. That is $3.60 a dozen. The rate of 
60 per cent ad valorem would add about $2.16; $2.16 
added to the $3.60 would make $5.76. That is the price of the 
hat coming in under the present law, $5.76 a dozen. The hats 
comin~ in at $5.76 a dozen sell at a dollar apiece. If the Sena
tor's amendment is adopted, that hat, with a unit value of 
30 cents, which is $3.60 per dozen, will have · added to it $4 a 
dozen, which will make it $7.60, and then if we add the 50 
per cent, or $1.80, it will make it $9.40. If the hat that comes 
in at $5.70 sells at a dollar, what will the hat sell for if it comes 
in at $9.40, when you pyramid the percentage of all the in
crea~es? 

Mr. SMOOT. You do not pyramid a hat. If it is a chip 
hat it is a chip hat, and if it is a fur hat it is a fur hat. You 
do not pyramid from a chip hat up to all the other hats that 
are manufactured. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator knows we do not pyramid the 
hats, but we pyramid the prices of the hat. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; you do not pyramid the different hats. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The percentage of profit is based on funda
mental cost. The percentage of overhead is based on that, and 
the percentage of profit for the wholesaler and the jobber and 
the retailer will be pyramided every time the hat goes from 
from one hand to another, and if we start out with $9.40 in
stead of $5.70, the Senator will arrive at a point not far from 
my figure of two or three times the price paid for these hats 
now. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is not in accord with what happens in 
the trade, and the trade determines what the American people 
pay. It is not what we predict here, it is not what we figure 
out, it is what the American consumer pays, that we must 
take into consideration. 

As to the rates, the question is what rate is necessary in 
order to maintain the industry in the United States, and I do 
not want any higher rate than is necessary for that purpose. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the second battle having 
ended, I will go on. I want to say to the junior Senator from 
Kentucky that in 1927, according to the United States Tariff 
Commission, the importations of sewed straw hats amounted 
to 2,249,592. The importation of blocked or trimmed woven 
hats amounted to 1,378,044. To this must be added imported 
finished shells, made alm-ost completely by foreign labor, 
amounting to 3,022,000. That makes a total importation in 
1927, according to the United States Tariff Commission, of 
6,649,636 straw hats, either completely finished or in shells, 
which went into American consumption. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHEELER in the chair) . 

Does the Senator from New York yield to the senior Senator 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Does the Senator think that the tariff 

should be increased on these three million and odd of what he 
calls shells, or rough, unblocked hats? 

Mr. COPELAND. Of course, since the manufacturers came 
and were stupid enough to accept the present rate, I have noth
ing to say, but I think there ~houlcl be an increase on the 
shells. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In the first place, the manufacturers were 
not stupid enough to accept the present rate. They were cun
ning enough to obtain a reduction from 35 per cent to 25 per 
cent, because they regard these as raw material out of which 
they make hats, and in the making of which they employ 
American labor. Certainly those three and a half or four 
milFon rough blocks which are brought in as raw material 
should not be considered in boosting the figures of imports of 
hats in an effort to justify an increase in the rate, when the 
very manufacturers who import them have come to us and 
gotten a decrease in the present rate because they are raw 
material, and not finished products. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I have given the Senator 
from Kentucky the figures as presented by the United States 
Tariff Commission. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Senator that if he will 
read further, if he will read the figures for 1928 instead of for 
1927, he will find that there was a decrease, as I have already 
pointed out, in the importations of blocked and sewed hats. 

Mr. COPELAND. But the Senator has pointed out also, I 
think, that because of the possibility of the change in the rate 
the country has been flooded and that the importations of the 
finished hats have actually increased. 

However, to go back to the question asked by the junior Sen
ator from Kentucky, the imports of straw hats have increased 
rapidly since 1922. They increased in 1923 over the preceding 
year by 6 per cent. By 1927 the United States consumption of 
straw hats supplied by foreign manufacturers was 40 per cent. 
In 1928 the percentage had increased to 50 per cent, and in 1929 
to 60 per cent. Last year 60 per cent of the straw hats worn by 
Americans were hats produced abroad. Sixty years ago the 
straw-hat industry started in this country, and for many years 
the straw-hat industry of the United States led the world, but 
now it is on the way to destruction. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
further? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I read from the Summary of Tariff In

formation that in 1922, from September 22, which was the 
date when the Fordney-McCumber law became effective, to De
cember 31 the importations of straw bats bearing a rate of 60 
per cent amounted to 82,012. 

Mr. COPELAND. What year was that?. 
Mr. BARKLEY. l!,or practically three months of 1922. In 

1923 the importations amounted to 1,119,703 hats. 
Mr. COPELAND. In the three months? 
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· Mr. BARKLEY. No; the whole year. In 1924 the importa
tl ns nmounted to 1,967, 96; in 1925, to 2,566,462; in 1926, to 
1,107,000; in 1027, to 1,400,352; in 1928, to 1,005,000. So that 
tb r bas not be<>n a coru t.ant increa e since 1922, but, on the 
c nlrar~·. tb r has b n a di~:;tinct decrease. 

Ir. OPELAND. I do not know where the enator got his 
information. • 

ir. BARKLEY. I am r ailing from page 1911 of the Sum
mury of Tariff Information, furnl hed by the Tariff Commission 

f tb nlted tat , under the beading " Straw bats." 
Mr. '0 ELAND. The United tate Tariff Commission re

ports sh w that in 1027 there wa an importation of 2,249,592 
w <1 traw hat nnd 1,378,044 blocked or trimmed woven bats. 

I will leave out the ftgur s which the Senator disputed about 
the hell , but till in 1st thnt in 1927 we imported 3,650,000 
traw hat.. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Pr ident, does the nator know how 

many of th m wer of tbe unblo ked, raw bats, which were im
orted by Amerl ·an manufa turers as raw material? 
Mr. PE . Does U1e Senator refer now to the shells? 
Mr. ARKLEY. I suppo e tlle words "shell" and "un

bl k d ruw hat ' ar interchangeable. 
Mr. PEL. D. If I add those, the total importations in 

1927 appear to have been 6,649,636 straw hats. 
Mr. AHKLEY. ompared with a total domestic production 

of O'' r 21, , 0. 
Mr. PELAND. Ot all kinds of hats. 
... fr. H.KLEY. ertainly, traw bats of all klnds. 
Mr. R B I N or K ntucky. Mr. Pr id nt--
1.'he VI E PRE IDE T. Do the enntor from New York 

;yiP.ld to th junior S nator from Kentucky? 
Mr. PEl.A . I yield. 
Mr. R I of Kentucky. I! I ba'e understood the state-

m nt of th , uator from New York, last year 60 per cent of all 
th straw hat worn in this country were imported. Is that 
orr t? 
Mr. (' PELAND. That i correct. 
Mr. ItOB,'I N of Kentucky. Of course, that 60 per cent rep

r l3 nt fot· ign raw material and foreign labor. 
Mr. OPEL. ~"D. Y -, ir. 
Mr. R I of l entucky. I under tand the Senator from 

N w ~orl{ 1 king uch a duty as will lncrense the use of 
r w mnt rial and the production of the., bats in this country 
by American labor. I that the point? 

1\lr. ' PEIJAND. That 1 correct. 
Mr. llARI LEY and Mr. '\VHE • LER addres d tbe Chair. 
l'h VI E PUE E TT. Does the Senator yield; and if so, 

t whom? 
Mr. PELA:r-.."D. I yield to the senior Senator :from Ken-

tu ky. 
Mr. BARrLEY. It s ems rather difficult for me to under

stand the Senator' mathematics. We agreed a moment ago 
that the total number of straw bats produced in this country 
wn. about 21,000, 00, and that outside of the e raw, unblocked 
llat , the raw material which the American manufacturer im
P rt ·, and upon which he 1 obtaining a reduction in duty, we 
imp rted la t year about three and one-half million hats. How 
can the nator ay that three and on~llalt million imported 
hnts compar d with a dom stic con umption of 21,000,000 bats 
onHtitute GO per cent of the l1ats consumed in the United 
tntes? 
Ml·. OOPEL ND. I will answer that, and then I will yield 
tl1e nat r from Monlnnn. 

To support the argum nt that we bad a hypothetical produc
tion of 21,000,000 straw bats con umed in the United States, 
c rtuin flgur s have be n taken into consideration which should 
not be. To begin with, w will take the 4,286,000 body bats 
hnportctl as raw material, as the S nator says. Over 50 per 
rent of that numb r were consumed in the women's trade. Also 
in th tlgure of 21,000,000 we tlnd included 7,000,000 hats of 
cotton and silk tapes and braids, which were called imitation 
IJeo-born and imitation Panamas. This e timate is entirely 
ful.· , ns an inve tigntion will show that the number of such 
l1nts mu.de for men's trade does not exc ed 400,000. The state
m nt I de ir to make is that 60 per cent of the straw bats 
worn by Amct·ican men are made in Europe. 

M'r. WllEllJI.~ER. Mr. President--
'l'he VI E PRE IDENT. Docs the Senator from New York 

yl ld to tbe enator from Montana? 
Mr. 01-,EI .. AND. I yield. 
Mr. '\VIIERI.~IOU. Is there any contention that the straw 

u. rd in the mnldng of straw bats is produced in this country? 
Mr·. C Pl!JLA D. The Senator from Ma chusetts [M'r. 

WAr. nJ say, it is not; that the material from which the hats 
arc mnde is produ d in Ja!)au. 

Mr. WHEELER. I did not know but what the theory upon 
which they were asking for the increased rate wa that it was 
going to help the farmer. I did not know whetbe1· there wn:; 
any fa'rm relief involved in the bat schedule or not. It seemed 
to me if the straw is not produced in the United States and 
we take into consideration the millions of farm rs who have 
to have cheap hats because of the fact that their products are 
on the free list, that if we want to give the farmer some relief 
we ought to keep the duty on hats as low as we can. 

Mr. COPELA ID. I want to speak about that matter. As 
the Senator knows, I have consistently supported the various 
fa'rm bills. Why did I do it out ide of the sentimental intere. t 
that a man bas in the group from which he bas his origin? I 
was born on a farm, I live on a farm, and my relatives are 
farmer ; but there is a further economic reason beyond all 
entimental interest in the farmer. 
It is because we manufactn're things in the cities. My city 

of New York-! have said this so often that there are one or 
two Senators who smile when I repeat the :figures, but let me 
giye them again. M.y city of New York manufactures products 
which exceed in bulk and value the combined output of Pitts
burgh, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Milwaukee, Cleveland, Detroit, and 
Boston. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] will 
be talking about the manufactures of furnitu're in Grand Rapid . 

The value of the furniture manufactured in New York City 
exceeds the value of the furniture put out in Grand Rapid ·. 
New York City is a great manufacturing city. We can not u:e 
all the things we produce. We sell them, and where do we . ell 
them? The chief purchasers are the farmers. The farmer 
mu t have prosperity, otherwise there are bread lines in the 
cities. There are bread lines there now under Republican pro -
perity. There is a queue of people every morning in front of 
every employment agency in New York City. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. How many men are there in the city of 

New York who are out of work now and who nece arily, if 
they are out of work next spring nod summer, if they wear 
straw hats will have to wear cheap ones compared to the 
entire number involved in manufacturing in the United StateH? 

Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator from Kentucky has hi. 
way, in addition to tho e thousand who are now in front of 
the employment bureaus in my city, there will be 3,000 more 
up there by reason of the amendment put into the bill by the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

May I say further to the Senator from Montana that we nrc 
willing in our State to add severely to our tax; that when 
recently the Congr appropriated 500,000,000 for the support 
of the Farm Board, $150,000,000 of that comes from the people 
of my State. We have got to do that no matter here we get 
the money, whether we get it out of the mines of Montana or 
whether we get it from some other place. 

Mr. WHEELER. I was just o-oing to remind the Senator 
that a great deal of the money that be talks about having- in 
the City of New York comes out of the mines, the mills, lumber, 
and farm products thnt tlow from the great fanning di tricts 
which help to emicb his city and make it prosperous. 

Mr. COPELAND. I will admit every word of that statement. 
Mr. WHEELER. Let me call attention to another fact. We 

were called into this extraordinary se · 'on for the pur11o··e of 
providing farm relief-to help the farmer. That wa the orig
inal idea. I have received to-day a plea from the farn1er. · f 
five or six counties in my State who have not money enough hy 
reason of economic conditions on the farm to buy their ~pring 
seed wheat, asking me to appeal to the Congre. s of the Unitc<l 
States to loan them the money to furnish them with seed wheat 
next ummer. In the face of that condition and in the face of 
the frightfully depres · d condition of the farmers of the country 
generally, the Senator from New York is here pleading on this 
occasion to increase and k ep up the co t of bats. Some one 
else is pleading to raise the p1ice of rayon so that the farmer·.~ 
wife will have to pay more for everytbina he wears in the 
way of underclothes, dres es, and so on. The net result of the 
bill is going to be that the prices of everything the farmer 11as 
to buy nre going to be increased, nod hi wheat-which is his 
chief product-hi. corn. and other products are still goin~ to 
be without any benefit fi·om the tariff. · 

I have always contended, and I . till contend, that we can not 
put up the price of the things the farmer bas to buy and ke p 
him on the free li t as to the thing;, he has to ·en and till 
have prosperity in the country. It ju t can not be done. The 
r ason why the Senator is having un mployment in the city of 
New York and the rca. on why thex·e are bread lines in oth r 
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cities is because of the fact that the purchasing power of the 
farmer is sp low that he can not buy the things the Senator's 
people have to sell in the city of New York, and yet the Senator 
is here pleading, and others are pleading likewise, to raise still 
further the price of those commodities when the farmer is so 
depressed at the present time tha"t he can not buy them. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I want to reply briefly to 
the Senator from Montana. I agree with practically every 
word the Senator has said. In my opinion, the President made 
a great mistake, when he called Congress into special session, 
that he did not limit us in the consideration of the tariff bill 
absolutely to the things which the farmer raises and to the 
farmers' products. That is what he should have done, if I may 
say so in all respect to his high office. Instead of doing that 
his message to us was such that it encouraged a descent upon 
the Capitol of practically every manufacturing interest in the 
country asking for higher tariffs, and the floodgates were 
opened. 

Speaking once more with all respect, the President should not 
have done that. If he had asked for an increase in Schedule 7, 
if he had cQn:fined the activities of the special session to the 
consideration of farm products, we would have passed the bill 
in two weeks and gone home. But instead of doing that the 
House passed a tariff bill containing 21,000 items, involving 
every article manufactured in the country, and then when the 
Senate spent months over the bill there was great discontent 
and appeals were made to us to pass the tariff bill in two 
weeks. How· could we pass a general tariff bill in two weeks? 
It was an absurd suggestion, because once we have before the 
Congress a general revision of the tariff it means exactly what 
we have before us here to-day. If I had my way, if I could wipe 
out the past and wipe out history, I would go back to the time 
when the special session was called, and would have the Presi
dent write into his message only a request for consideration of 
the tariff on farm products. That is what should have been 
done, but that is not what was done. There was brought to us 
a general revision of the tariff. 

There is no time when I am so unhappy, may I say to the 
Senator from Montana, as when I stand here pleading for any
thing which may increase the cost of living for the farmers. All 
of my instincts ~re against it. If I could lower the cost of 
living and the economic pressure upon every farmer and upon 
every family in the United States I would do it, and the 
Senator knows it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield further to the Senator from Montana,? 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the Senator that I have voted 

for farm relief measures when I felt that they probably would 
not give any real relief to the farmer at all, but many of the 
farm organizations felt that they wanted to try something be
cause of the depressed condition of the farmers throughout the 
country. In my humble judgment the farmers of the country 

· are not going to get any benefit out of the farm relief bill which 
we passed some time ago, and they are going to be exactly in 
the same condition they were in before that bill became a law. 

Mr. COPELAND. Worse off! 
Mr. WHEELER. I would not say they are going to be worse 

off, but they are going to be ~ust"'as badly off. This talk about 
farm relief and a tariff for the benefit of the farmer is to a great 
extent just pure unadulterated "bunk " for home consumption 
on the part of those who are doing the talking. There are a few 
things on which we can put a tariff that will help a few of the 
farmers in the ~ountry, but the great mass of the farmers of 
the country-and when I speak of the great mass of the farmers 
I mean the wheat farmers, the corn farmers, the cotton farmers, 
the little fellows-are g9ing to get no benefit out of the tariff 
bill. 

When I see Republicans stand here asking for an increased 
duty upon the things the farmer has to buy, the manufacturer 
that is doing it and the people who are doing it for the manu
facturer, are in reality in my judgment injuring not only the 
farmers, but they are injuring themselves because of the fact 
that the farmer has not the money with which to buy. We are 
going to see labor conditions worse instead of better as a result 
of an increased tariff upon manufactured articles in the coun
try. The S~nator knows perfectly well that as a matter of fact 
the great trouble with industry in the country to-day is that w-e 
have an oversupply of practically everything. w·e aTe manufac
turing more than we can consume, and yet we are putting a 
high tariff wall around us. We ought to be trying to get new 
markets for our products instead of building a Chinese tariff 
wall around the country-. 

I am sorry to see tiie Senator from New York apparently 
feeling that he has to stand here and @:Q.vocate a high tariff 

upon hats, a high tariff upon rayon, and a high tariff upon all 
of those things which are so absolutely necessary for the use of 
the common, ordinary citizens of the (!OUntry. I think he is 
doing the country an injury by so doing. I think it is unfortu
nate. I know the Senator feels just as kindly toward and bas 
as much sympathy for the farmer and for the average ordinary 
citizen of the country as I have, but I think he is entirely mis
taken in trying to get the rates raised upon some of these prod-
~& -

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator for what he has said 
and in the main I agree with him. I said a moment ago that 
nothing hurts me more than to have to stand Qn the floor of 
the Senate and urge a tariff rate which is likely to· impose a 
new burden upon any farmer in the United States. At the 
same time this is true. Since the President saw fit to place 
before us a general revision of the tariff and set us to work 
upon it and since we have the bill here, I take it to be my 
duty as one of the Senators from the State of New York to 
do what I can to present to the Senate the necessities of any 
specific industry in my State. I am going to stand for a tax 
upon cement and a tax upon brick. I have already spoken for 
a tax upon leather and I am here now asking for an increased 
tariff upon straw hats-why? Not because I want to impose 
any additional burden upon the American people, but the amount 
which would be added to the American-made product, and which 
it would be necessary to pay above the price of the foreign prod
uct is so small, and because thousands of men and women in 
my State are now threatened with the destruction of the in
dustry which has given them their living through these years, 
I feel that the kind-hearted people upon the farms and else
where will say, "We want to help the particular class who are 
engaged in that industry." 

I recognize if we go on providing a higher rate for this item 
and that item and the other item that finally the added burden 
will be unbearable. I am not prepared to say that I am going 
to vote for this bill when it shall be ultimately completed ; I do 
not know, my mind is open as to that; but so long as we have the 
measure before us, every time an item comes up which has to 
do with the welfare of great groups of people in my State I 
conceive it to be my duty to do what I can to present their cause 
to the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. President, the fact has been brought out that the labor 
in Italy is paid what in our country would be starvation wages. 
Mr. President fthe Vice President in the chair], have you seen 
those people at work in Europe? I have a friend who is an 
Irish laird, a chieftain of Ireland. He has taken his American 
money and used it to restore Castle Dunloe. The people of 
Killarney and Dunloe are delighted that my friend is restoring 
the old castle. He has given employment to hundreds of his 
clan in the restoration of the estate. 

Cromwell, when he destroyed castles in Ireland and elsewhere 
and " stole their gold plate for the glory of God," destroyed 
Dunloe Castle. So my friend is restoring that castle. He has 
gone dowh and found the stone foundation of the destroyed 
part of the castle and he has stone masons engaged in building 
up the castle walls. Those workmen labor from 7 o'clock in 
the morning until 9 o'clock at night. It will be recalled that in 
Ireland in the summer time the days are very long; that it is 
still daylight at 9 o'clock. Those workmen, I repeat, labor until 
9 o'clock. They take time off to eat four meals during that 
time; but they work from 11 to 12 hours at a time. How much 
do Senators suppose they get for that work? They get $10. 
What-a day? No; they get $10 a week, and are very glad to 
have it and even at that they are paid above the going price in 
that neighborhood. That is the difference between the wages 
which are paid in Europe and the wages which are paid in the 
United States. It is safe to say, it is almost a safe rule to lay 
down, that whatever we pay per day for labor in this country 
is what is paid per week on the other side of the Atlantic. The 
laborers in the hat factories of Italy, including the bonuses and 
other perquisites, in the way, perhaps, of an occasional bottle 
of red wine, earn less than 14 cents an hour, while our workmen 
get $1 an hour. It is now proposed here to bring in and to sell 
cheaply to the American people a hat which is made out of 
shavings, a hat which is beautifully shaped and is a decent
looking headgear but which is made in the sweatshops of Italy. 

I can recall when the women of America followed Jacob Riis 
and Theodore Roosevelt and other great social leaders, who said 
the sweatshops of the great cities of America must be destroyed. 
They caused to be removed from insanitary and disease-produc
ing basements industries which had caused the death of millions 
of people from tuberculosis. The good women of America said : 
"We are unwilling to secure a cheaper price at the expense of 
the lives of the workers in the cities of the country." We, how
ever, are not willing to do that, it seems, with reference to this 
business, and if w:e contl!!ue tQ buy sweatshop goods or goods 
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t11nt corre~pon<l to sweatshop-rna(.} good., we are going to do 

nctly the ·nme thing that we did in tho e old day when tbt 
women bought ling \rie and other artlcl · made in sweatshops in 
tb United tat . ·. 

1\Ir. Pre. ident, there are 3,000 men and women in my State 
alone, to say nothiug of otl1er citie in America, who will be 
thrown on the str ts if the am ndment proposed by the enator 
:from K ntut·ky .. hall be nactcd into law. 

:tr. BARKLEY. Mr. Pr ~itlent--
The VI E PRIC I E T. Doe the enator from New York 

yl<•lcl to the nator from K ntocky? 
Mr. PELA D. I yield. 
1\lr. BAHKLEY. I appr ciate the doleful ituation d cribed 

1Jy th nator from 1ew :rork, but I r mind him of the fact 
that if 3,000 of th · work r are employed in New York that 
only leaves a thou ·and more of th<'m • catterecl t11rough the 
r matnd r of the iti of the nit d tnt s, there being between 
4,00 and 5,000 all tog th r. 

Mr. OPEI .. A . .Mr. Pr sident, I can bear the cry of one 
baby almo t a well a I can hea1· the cry of a cboru of babi . 
I am not going to vote to put out of employment 3, 00 or 500, 
if I can help it, b cau · we can make a more durable bat, a 
b tt r hat, and a b tt r-looldng bat for a very slight increase 
ov r th co t of tllis hat [exhibiting]. The co t of tbi bat, 
tor ign s lUng price, ls $3.5 . The total landed cost, under the 
pr . nt rate of duty, i $ .3 per doz n. 'ee bow the poor 
pcopl tu·e buying th se bats. A bat ot thi klnd sells for 1.95 
in Philnd ltlhia, altbott"h it co t only 25 cent, in Italy. I ay 
that we •un mal~ a bat c mparabl in appt•arance and u~e~ to 
tbat bat, if ar • glv •n sufficient prot ction to keep out 
foreign comp titlou, for very much le~ than 1.95, the price 
chnr"' cl tn Philac.l lpbia. 

Jt is not nlou that type of hat; there i a hat with a stiff 
ht·lm. enntor nr familiar with the type of bat with a · 

tifl' brim. 
Mr. BAHKLEY. Mr. Pr shlent--
1.'he VI ll.l PHE IDENT. Do the enator from New York 

yl ld to tb nator from Kentueky? 
Mr. l ELAN . I yield. 
1\h·. BARKLilJY. If the S nator ay that we can make such 

a hnt and f; 11 Jt in Philadelphia at le. s than it is elling for 
now, why d w not do it? 

tr. • P'fi)J,A D. Doe the • nator mean the chip hat? 
Mr. BAUrLEY. I ref r to tbe charact r of bat which the 

• •nator ju~t m ntion d. 
Mr. I ELA now cun w sell that bat at 1.95 r 95 

c nt.· or anything- I. wh n the ountry i ftooded with bat. 
thn can under 11 anything the American manufacturer might 
mnk ? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I thought, the nat r said the particular 
bat nbout whi b be wa talking old tor 1.95 in Philadelphia 
and 1hat if w onld k p that bat out of thi. ountry we could 
produ e it nnd ~ 11 it for 1 than that. If we could produ e 
it and ell it for le . than that, having a monopoly and no com
P t lth n nt nll, why i: it that we ar not produ •ing it now and 
a •lling it for h~. ~ than 1.95, or at l a t for 1.95, which we are 
not doing? 

lr. '( PEL ND. W 11, Mr. President, the enator is merely 
d<•nling in ro;opbl:try. 

l\lr. BAHKLEY. I am a. king the Senator a qoe~tlon ba ed 
on th Htttl<'ment that we could make nn identical bat and 11 
it for 1<'.'. thnn $1. 5, wber as it is now being imported and 

old nt . 1.95. 
Mr. ' PlCTJA ~ . Doe. the enntor have any qu stion that it 

tl1cr \V~. to b rai~ d an embargo--and that i what be i 
tulkiu~ nhout, nn embargo-

1r. liAIUG.iMY. That i~ what the nator ny . 
Mr. PlCLAN . Very well. oe the enator believe if 

th re were nn mbargo agnim;t Italian hats that there would 
b any lnck of competition among tb ' manufacturer of thi 
country in ~trnw bnts? The nntor know very well--

Mr. BARrLEY. Of cou , there would be ·orne competition, 
but I stlll bvi "t that if there were nn embargo on Italian hats 
or bat fr w any oth r country that we •ould not produce this 
bat and . 11 it to the American con. umer for the price which be 
1 now paying for it. But ven if we could do it, having de
stroy d nll comp tition, we know the trend of bu ines in this 
country w 11 nough to r alize that it could not be done. 

Mr. (' PEIJAND. Is the nator talkina about the 1.95 hat? 
Mt·. BAHKLF .. 7

• I nm talking about the bat the Senator wa 
ju. t <k •ribing. 

Mt·. PELA. ?I . Very well. Thi is the an wer a I see it: 
I, •rhnp I nm not com{){'tent to speak about the figures in the 
bill, f r, n I have snid, I do not lmow about tbe specific rates; 
but. lf lt lf:l grant u tllnt there i an actual embargo by rea on 
of the tarifl', what ver the tariff mny be, so that we may keep 
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out of this country from three to . ix million huts, whatever the 
number may be--and w eem to differ about that-if the tariff 
i rai ed o bigh that it ha the ffect of an embargo . o that 
every ingle Italian hat i kept out of America, would there ), 
no inducement for the small hatmaker in Loui. ville u.nd :Mil
waukee and Kansas City and every other city in America to 
make hat. and to get ..;orne of that bu ine.: ? 

Ir. BARKLEY. I will ay to the enator tllat, of course, 
con. uming 21,000,0 0 hat~ in thl country, if all importati ·n · 
were excluded, nece , arily the three and a half million bat~ that 
we import would have to be .oub tituted by ..,orne ort of hat 
made in the United tate ; but tbe point is that it would not be 
the • a me kind of hat. I in i~t-and I do not think the Senator 
can deny thi"-that if there were an embargo on the importa
tion of hnts, .... o a to have no competition at all, there i.· no 
way to a~~ure our ·elve even of the probability that our Ameri
can hat maker. would ngaae in the mnnufactur of the r--nme 
kind of bat a. that about which we are talking. 

The Senator from .. ew York is unable to ay wh tber the 
American hat maker . if we put an embargo on tbe5e hat , 
would ever in the future produce a .ingle chip hat. We are 
not produ ·ing them now ; we neYer have ; and if we . but out 
tho~e that are comino- in, either the chip bat or the cheav r 
·traw which come:s into competition theoretically with some of 
our bat., can the enator . ay, in view of our history U" bat 
maker , that a ingle bat of that particular de ·iun and quality 
would be produced by the American people? 

Mr. 'OPELA .. 'D. Mr. Pre. ·ident. the Senator from Kentucky 
talk as if thi ~ were the acred cow, and it mu. t be wor~hipetl 
becau. it i · a chip but. I do not know whether th y would 
make chip bats in this country or not. I do not care whether 
they would make chip bat in thi country out of ·having.:, or 
whether they would make straw hat~ out of gra . 

l\Ir. BARKLEY. Whatever they made them out of--
1\Ir. COPELA.~. 1D. ould be comparable in price to tbi . 
Mr. BARKLEY. ·would not be compara1Jle in price to tbi , 

iJ;l the fir t place, becau.·e we could not produce them to sell at 
that price; and, in the next place, if we but out all comp ti
tion there would be no inducement to do it, berau. e the Ameri
can workingman is not going to allow hi wage.· to b redu ed, 
and I do not desire that they be reduc d; and, ba ed upon our 
pre: nt co t of production, into which labor and every other ele
ment mu:t enter, we an not produce thi hat to ell at anything 
like the present price. 

1\Ir. OPELAND. All right; let me a. k the enator a que -
tion. He is good at a king que tion , o let me a k him on . 

• uppo e thL dol ful prediction or ad prediction which I 
made :::-bould be verified, that if the enator's amendment· are 
adopted the straw-bat indu. try of America will be destroy d. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is a rank suppo ition, in which I do 
not indulge. 

Mr. OPELAND. All right; I think it will be. If it is, 
bow long 9.ill the poor man in Ameri<:a buy that chip hat at the 
pri e it ~ell for now? 

1\Ir. BARKLEY. Of course, that is a pecu1ative propo ·ition 
that extend out into the future. 

Mr. OPELAND. In that re ·pect it is like a lot of the propo
ition the enator from Kentm.:ky ba made. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I uppo. the enator mean .• by the de~truc
tion of the American bat indu try, that if we do not stop the 
importation of this cheap chip hat that 11 for a dollar or a 
dollar and a half we are going to quit making hat of any kind, 
including the higher grade hat. ; becau~e. after all, the bnt in
du try in America i not engaged in making the ·e cb · ap haL 
It i making a b tter qualit~· of hat, with which thiR hat doe. 
not come into competition. It. eems to me it i preposterou: to 
a urn that if we do not hut out these cheap dollar or dollar 
and a half bats all of the hat makers are going out f bu..:ines ·, 
r gardle ~ of the fa<.:t that they are producing largely bat that 
ell for three or four times the price of tbi bat. 
In the fir t place, I can not indul~e that p ·ulation; but it 

it were to come about tbat all of the hat in America would 
c ao::e to be manufactured becau e of the importation of n few 
million of tbes.e cheap hat. , then I "uppo ·c we would all r a<:b 
a common level. and all of u would wear a dollar bat in ·tend 
of a .. 5, 1 , or $15 hat, which might not be nell a bad thi11g 
after an. 

Mr. COPELAND. :Mr. Pre~ident, I am going to be cwn 
sadder and more doleful than I have be n. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Jenator will be "going orne" if be 
does. 

Mr. COPELA~i'D. I hall have to be ready for a funeral, I 
suppose; but, to get into this funereal frame of mi~tl, the 
apo tle of protection across tbe aisle have not done their duty 
by the bat inuustry of America. It is not alone the straw hat 
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but all the hats, beginning with the "topper" and going down 
to the cheapest sort of chip hat. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield there? 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator will not contend that the im

portation of this cheap chip hat has had anything to do with 
the decrease in the manufacture of high silk hats, will he? 

Mr. COPELAND. In America? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. COPELAND. The importation of these chip hats? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
l\lr. COPELAND. No ; I do not think it has disturbed the 

sale of silk hats. 
Mr. BARKLEY. So, in spite of all that, the silk-hat industry 

will be able to continue? 
Mr. COPELAND. Not in America. That is what I was about 

to say. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Do they buy them in Europe? 
Mr. COPELAND. Surely, they buy them in Europe. Knox 

& Co. buy silk bats over there, may I say to my good friend 
from North Carolina, for $72 a dozen, and they bring them 
over here and put their lining in them and sell them to us-
I mean sell them to the Senator, not to me-for $20 to $25 
apiece; and the Senator is so handsome that he does not need a 
silk hat to add to his beauty. He is all right anyhow. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I do not like to be interrupt
ing the Senator, for the more I interrupt him the more this 
debate is prolonged. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is the purpose of it. 
Mr. BARKLEY. It is not the purpose of my interruptions. 
Mr. COPELAND. Let me say before the Senator proceeds 

that the purpose of my continuing my remarks is to try to get 
the Senators who are proposing this unreasonable tariff to agree 
on a compromise that will be acceptable and decent 

Mr. BARKLEY. What I desire to inquire of the Senator is 
if he thinks that the adoption of my amendment would drive 
the American people either to wearing a chip hat or a silk hat, 
and whether he thinks that is the only alternative that would 
be left to them? 

Mr. COPELAND. The adoption of the Senator's amendment, 
if it applied to everything else that we manufacture in the 
United States, would drive the American people to fig leaves. 
That is about what it would do. There would be such poverty 
in this country that they could not buy anything beyond the 
barest necessities. 

The Senator has spoken about top bats and other hats. 
There are more silk hats worn in America to-day than ever 
before, and yet there are very few made here-very few
because the Republicans have failed to give a decent protective 
tar;ff that would preserve that industry; and the same thing 
is true of all grades of hats. Now, after these years of expe
rience with the last tariff act we come here because the Presi
dent has invited us to revise !he tariff. If we are going to 
revise it and do justice to the people who make hats, to the 
indu!;tries engaged in it, to the preservation of American capital, 
to the protection of the American workingman, to the continu
ance of employment in these establishments, there must be 
some further protection than the present rate. Yet the Senator 
from Kentucky is proposing what is less than that which was 
established by the proclamation of the President of the United 
Stn tes, though these men through the past two or three years 
have been looking forward to the time when there could be 
built up a protective-tariff arrangement as regards hats that 
would give the American manufacturer of hats an opportunity 
in this field. 

Mr. President, I have tried now, as best I can, to present the 
cause of a suffering industry which is very dear to me, beca,use 
many of these people, 3,000 of them, live in my city; and when 
I know how many people are now out of employment in the 
city of New York I do not want any more thrown out of 
employment. 

I think I told the Senate the other day that on the 30th of 
December, the night before New Year's Eve, I walked down 
Broadway, and a man asked me for a dime. That is not an 
unusual thing; but there was something in his voice that caught 
my attention. I looked at him, ~nd he was wearing a service 
overcoat. He saw my inquiring glance, and he said, "I would 
rather have a job." I said, "What do you do?" He said, "I 
am a baker." " Where are you from? " " Pennsylvania-no 
business." I said, "Can you not get a job?" He said, "I have 
been to every baking establishment in this city." I asked him 
if he had been to a certain great commercial baking establish
ment. He said, "Yes; I talked to the president." I said, "Go 
there to-morrow morning, and see a friend of mine whose name 
I will give you." 

The next morning I told Mrs. Copeland about it. She called 
up this man who h~s charge of personnel, and said, "As usual, 
my husband wants a job for a man." He said, and he almost 
wept as he said it, "Why, only yesterday, the 30th of December, 
I discharged 300 men ; and to-night, the day before the ushering 
in of ~ new year, I must discharge a thousand more." 

It is our duty as Members of the Congress, as I see it, to do 
what we can to put our American industry on so substantial 
a foundation that our American brothers and sisters may have 
employment. I say to you here is f!n industry that is sick, 
and it must have relief; otherwise, it must die. I plead with 
Senators not to accept these amendments proposed by my dear 
friend from Kentucky; but I pray that there may be brought 
out some sort of compromise that may permit the continued 
operation of these hat factories in our own United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the modified 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I call for the yeas and nays. · 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I make the point of no quo

rum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum is sug

gested. '.rhe clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Baird George Keyes 
Barkley Gillett La Follette 
Bingham Glenn ~IcKellar 
Black Goff McMaster 
Blaine Goldsborough McNary 
BleaJ>e Gould Metcalf 
Borah Greene Moses 
Bratton Grundy Norris 
Brookhart Hale Nye 
Capper Harris Oddie 
Caraway Harrison Overman 
Connally Hatfield Patterson 
Copeland Hawes Phipps 
Couzens Hebert Pine 
Cutt-ing Heflin Ransdell 
Deneen Howell Robinson, Ind. 
Dill Jones Robsion, Ky. 
Fess Kean Schall 
Frazier Kendrick Sheppard 

Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Slmmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steiwer 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
'l'ownsend 
Tt·ammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, 1\fass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-five Senators have an
swered to th~ir names. There is a quorum present. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] as modified. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SMOOT. Let the amendment be reported. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will report the amend

ment as modified. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERIC On page 204, line 11, to strike out 

"$4 per dozen and 50" and insert in lieu thereof the numerals 
"60," so as to read: 

(3) Blocked or trimmed (whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, or 
stained), 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, while I think 
the rate recommended by the Finance Committee is high, and 
perhaps ought to be modified, I believe the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky goes to the other extreme, and I can 
not conscientiously support it, because I think the rate sug
gested is too low. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is an increase over the present rate, from 
50 to 60 per cent. · 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In view of the very exces
sive importations in the last 11 months, increasing from 1,000,000 
to 5,000,000, I think the industry is entitled to some additional 
protection, not the extreme to which the committee has gone, 
however. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Massachusetts yield for a question? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. TRAMMELL. What is the Senator's understanding as 

to the rate recommended by the committee and the rate proposed 
by the Senator from Kentucky in his amendment? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. There is a very great differ
ence. If the rate were left to me. I would vote for the rate fixed 
by the presidential proclamation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been or
dered, and the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. GLENN (when his name was called). I have a general 

pair with the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. I 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
HASTINGS] and vote "nay." 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi 
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Jlnrkl<•y 
Hinck 
Blntn 
Blen. 
B rnb 
nrnt ton 
nr okbnrt 

app r 
Caraway 

Bnlrcl 
Jlin11h m 
Cop land 
('ouzt'n 
lJ n n 
11' "'· 0111 It 
Glt'Dll 
Golf 
Gohl"'borougb 

A1l<'n 
A hurt 
Brock 
Brou ard 
Dale 
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om1ully 
CutUn nm 
Frnzier 
,eorJ:e 

Ilnrrls 
J lnrrlson 
lluwc. 
III'filn 

oulcl 
GrNw 
Hnualy 
Hnle 
llnttl ld 
II b rt 
.lon 
t•l'nn 
l(Pndrlck 
Key•s 

OS 
ddic 

Patt n:;on 
}>bJpp. 
Ran cl£'11 
1 obln on. Ind. 
Robsion, Ky. 

bortrldge 
NOT VOTING-21 

Sbcppard 
hip tead 

Simmon 
Smitb 
• wan·on 
Trammell 
Tyding · 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wboeler 

~moot 
t iwer 

'ullivan 
Town end 
Vnndenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson 

Thoma!'!, Idaho 
Thoma • Oklahoma 
Wate-rman 

rep rt the next 

Mr. GEORGE. And the amendment now otrered by the Sena
tor would make the rate 70 per cent? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. GEORGE. But the Senator is proposing to strike out the 

specific duty ot $4 additional per dozen? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I propose to strike out the specific 

rate of $4 per dozen and substitute 70 per cent tor the 60 per 
cent originally carried in the law and the 88 per cent proyidcd 
under the pre idential proclamation. 

Mr. GEORGE. In other words, if the Senator would accept 
the 88 per cent in lieu of his amendment, we would return to 
existing law? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; it would not be existing law. If the 
amendment is defeated I have another one which I propo e to 
offer. 

Mr. TYDING . Mr. Preddent, I should like to a k the ...:ena
tor from Kentucky hetber or not the rate of per cent as 
contained in the President's proclamation or the rate of 70 per 
cent a contained in the enator' amendment is in line with the 
facts found by the Tariff Commi ion governing thi .. object? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Pre. ident evidently thought be was 
justified in raising the rate from 60 per cent to 8 per cent. I 
do not think o, e en on the figure submitted by the Tariff Com
mi .. Jon ; but I have been p rfectly agreeable to increa .. ing t11e 
rat from 60 per cent to 70 per cent, which is the rate carried 
in the act of 1922. 

Mr. TYDING . Ma~· I say that I feel there are a number of 
Senator here who would like to know exactly bow the Tarar 
Commi sion feels on the subject as to whether or not 70 per 
cent or 8 per cent i a fair rate, all thin con idered? I m:r
s lf am not familiar with it. I know that the enator :from 
K ntu ky is. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know how the Tariff Commi~ i n 
feel, but I am not very greatly disturbed about bow they feel. 
Ba d upon the report which they by majority vote ._ ubmitted to 
the Pr :-:ident. he rai ed the rate to 88 per cent, which a majority 
of the Tariff Commi ion e tjmated to be the proper rate. 

Mr. HARRI 0~. Mr. President, will the Senator from K n
tucky yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. HARRISON. But the action of the Tariff Commi::;:::ion 

and the action of the Pre ident were taken only with ref renee 
to men's traw hats? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ye . 
Mr. IIARRI 0~. That did not apply to paper bats or chip 

hats or any other kind of hat, but wa all confined to m n's 
straw hat ? 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. 
Mr. HARRISON. The paragmph upon which the large in

crea. e i sought appli not only to men's straw bat but to 
chip hat • paper hat., and innumerable other kinds. 

Mr. BARKLEY. All the hat made of chip, gra s, palm, or 
any other ub. titute. 

Mr. MOOT. If the TariJr Commission found that 88 per 
cent wa nee ary on the traw hat spoken of by the enator, 
and an inve tigation now were made as to the chip hat, the 
rate would be increa ed above per cent beyond any que...,tiou 
of doubt. Tbere were shipped into this country during 11 
month of 1929 more than 5, 00,000 of the chip hat~. and the 
unit value is only 30 cents. If the inve tigation should be mad 
now the recommended rate would be more than p r cent. 

Mr. B RKLEY. O:t cour .. e, the Senator realiz that there 
is no comparable hat made in America upon which the Tariff 
CommL ion could ba e an inve tigation of the differ nc in the 
co t of production here and abroad. A comparable hat i~ not 
made here. 

to Mr. HARRI ON. Mr. Pre~ident, we have ju t taken a vote 
which appli to ub ·ection 3. where the Senator ought to 
increa e the rate 10 Ier c nt, the pre ent rate being 50 per cent 
and hi amendment propo_ing 60 per cent. 

amendment will be 

Mr. BARKLEY. That wa really a 20 per cent increase above 
the pre. ent rate--20 per cent over 50 per cent. 

Mr. HARRISO~. Ye ; I understand that. 
Mr. MOOT. But the enator from Kentucky propo:;:e to 

strike out the 4 specific rate. 
Mr. HARRISON. I under tood that, too; but the rate pro

po <1 by the committee on certain priced hats would have ci~eu 
an ad valorem rate of over 100 per cent. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; 165 per cent. 
1\Ir. HARRI 0.~. T. The que ·tion I want to a k, so the RECORD 

will how the fact clearly, is whether as to the a.mendm ut 
applying to thi sub .. ection the Tari1I Commission mad any 
report at all? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I said. The pending amendment 
of the enator from Kentucky now applie · to the items on which 
the Tariff Com.:mi.J sion made an investigation. The Tariff Com-
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mission's report was made to the President, and the President 
issued a proclamation declaring that 88 per cent was necessary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I 

have a general pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. STEPHENS], which I transfer to the junior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. DALE], and vote "nay." 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as on a previous vote as to my pair a:rid its 
transfer, I vote "yea." 

Mr. PHIPPS (when Mr. WATERMAN's name was called) .. If 
my colleague the junior Senator from· Colorado [Mr. WATER
MAN] were present, he would vote "nay" on this question. 

The roll call was concluded. · 
Mr. BINGHAM. I have a general pair with the junior Sena

tor from Virginia [Mr. GLAss]. In his absence, and not know
ing how he would vote, I transfer the pair to the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. HASTINGS] and vote "nay." 

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following pairs: 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. ALLEN] with the Senator from 

Tennessee fMr. BROCK]; 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON]; 
The Senator from ColoraQ.o [Mr. WATERMAN] with . the Sena

tor from Utah [Mr. KING]; 
The Senator from California [Mr. JoHNSON] with the Senator 

from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN] ; and 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN] with the Senator 

from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. 
The result was announced-yeas 36, nays 40, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Barkley 
Blaclt 
Blaine 
Blease 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Caraway 
Connally 

Baird 
Bingham 
Capper 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Deneen 
Fess 
Gillett 
Gotr 
Goldsborough 

YEAS-36 

BYAting ~~~~~f:r 
Frazier Norbeck 
Geor~e Norris 
Harns Nye 
Harrison Overman 
Heflin Pine 
Howell Schall 
La Follette Sheppard 

Gould 
Greene 
Grundy 
Hale 
Hatfield 
Hebert 
Jones 
Kean 
Kendrick 
Keyes 

, NAYS-40 
McNary 
Metcalf 
Moses 
Oddie 
Patterson 
Phipps 
Ransdell 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robsion, Ky. 
Shortridge 

NOT VOTING-20 
Allen Fletcher Hayden 
Borah Glass Johnson 
Brock Glenn King 
Broussard Hastings McCulloch 
Dale Hawes Pittman 

So Mr. BARKLEY's amendment was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

Shipstead 
Simmons 
Smith 
Swanson 
Thomas, Okla. 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Smoot 
Steiwer 
Sullivan • 
Thomas, Idaho 
Townsend 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Jl4ass. 
W~tson 

Reed 
Robinson, Ark. 
Steck 
Stephens 
Waterman 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 217) making an additional appropria
tion for the support of the Federal Radio Commiss:on during 
the fiscal year 1930 in accordance with the act approved Decem
ber 18, 1929, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED 
The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 217) making an additional 

appropriation for the support of the Federal Radio Commis
sion during the fiscal year 1930 in accordance with the act 
approved December 18, 1929, was read twice by its title and 
~eferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ORDER FOR RECESS 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 

when the Senate shall conclude its business to-day it take a 
recess until 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

APPROPRIATION FOR SUPPORT OF FEDERAL RADIO CGMMISSION 
Mr. JONES. From the Committee on Appropriations I re

port favorably without amendment the joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 217) making an additional appropriation for the support 
of the Federal Radio Commission during the fiscal year 1930 in 
accordance with the act approved December 18, 1929, and as it 

is an emergency measure I ask unanimous consent for its pres
ent consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. SMOOT. If the joint resolution does not lead to discus

sion, I shall not object to its present consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was 
read, as follows : 

Resolved, etc., That the following sums are appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the fiscal year 
1930 for salaries and expenses of the Federal Radio Commission as con
tinued by the act approved December 18, 1929, namely : 

For an additional amount for the pay of five commissioners at the 
rate of $10,000 each per annum, $5,000 ; 

For an additional amount for all other authorized expenses of the 
Federal Radio Commission in performing the duties imposed by the 
radio act of 1927, as amended, including personal services, newspapers 
and periodicals, law and reference books, special counsel fees, printing 
and binding, supplies and equipment which, when the aggregate amount 
involved does not exceed $25, may be purchased wlthout regard to sec
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes (U. S. C., title 41, sec. 5), contract 
stenographic reporting services without reference to such section, travel 
and other necessary expenses, $26,000; and rn addition thereto $75,000 
of the unexpended balance of the appropriation " Salaries and expenses, 
Federal Radio Commission, 1927-1929" is hereby reappropriated and 
made available for the purposes of the appropriation " Salaries and ex
penses, Federal Radio Commission, 1930," all to be retroactive to the 
date of the approval of such act of December 18, 1929. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con

isderation of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to 
regulate commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the 
industries of the United States, to protect American labor, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed to amend paragraph 
1505 as follows : 

Strike out subsection (3), paragraph (b), and in lieu thereof insert· 
the following : 

"(3) Blocked or trimmed (whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, or 
stained), if valued at more than $8 per dozen, $4 per dozen and 50 
per cent ad valorem; if valued at $8 per dozen or less, 60 per cent 
ad valorem." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I merely wish to make a brief explanation 
of the amendment. It differs from the former amendments in 
this particular : If the hats covered by the paragraph shall be 
imported at less than $8 per dozen, they will bear a 60 per cent 
ad valorem rate and no specific duty. If they are valued at 
more than $8 per dozen, thEm the specific rate and the 50 per 
cent ad valorem rate carried in the bill is the tariff which will 
be imposed. The amendment would permit the cheaper class 
of hats to come in at a 60 per cent rate and would leave a 
specific duty per dozen on hats which are valued at more 
than $8 per dozen as well as a 50 per cent ad valorem duty as is 
provided in the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I merely wish to say that the 
cheaper hats referred to by the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky are the very hats which need the highest rate of 
protection. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I realize that under the theory of the pro
tective tariff of the Senator from Utah the article that is con
sumed by th~ largest number of people, and those who are less 
able to pay should have the highest rate of taxation. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is not the reason, and I do not know that 
it is necessary for me to give the reason, because no Senator 
who understands the p1.·inciples of protection takes the position 
stated by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. SMITH. But it has that effect. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend

ment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may the clerk again state 

the amendment? 
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The YI E PRESIDE ... "T. The amendment will be again 

. tnt d for tb informntion ot the Sennte. 
Th r~rooi LATivE LERK. It is propo ed to amend paragraph 

lriOti n. follow : 
Htrlk out suu ctlon (3) paragraph (b), and in Ueu thereof insert 

th !ollowlng: 
"(3) Block d or trimmed (wh ther or not bleached, dyed, colored, or 

Ill aln<'d), t! valued nt mor • than $8 per dozen, $4 per dozen, and 50 
Jl •r c nt ad 'alor r.a; 1f Yalucd nt $8 per dozen or I , 60 per cent ad 
\UlOrl'tn," 

30, as follow 

A burt 
Burkley 
Hinck 
Rlnlu 
li1Pa.'e 
Horab 
Brnlton 
Rro kl1art 

app r 
'lll"tlWt\Y 

'onnnlly 
Cutting nm 
}1'razl r 
G r~ 
IIurriH 
Jlarrl ·on 
llawre 
Heflin 
llowell 

• recn 
Urundy 
llnle 
llntO<'ld 
IIc~rt 
.ron 
K an 
l udrlck 
K~~~s 
MCJ.{ary 

La Foll tte 
.. fcKellur 

fclfnster 
'orris 
yc 

Overman 
, hall 

h ppard 
~hl(>flt nd 

lrnmon. 
NAY8-39 

Metcalf 
Mol' 

ddie 
l'nt tcr · n 
rhlpp. 
Ran <J ll 
Robin on~_nd. 
Hob ion, AY· 
• hortlidge 
Smo t 

~oT VOTI G-19 
All ·n ln s King 
Bro ·k Gl nn fcCulloch 
Brou '~aru lin. t1ng Norbeck 
Dale Hnyd n in 
PI t ·her Johnson Pittmnn 

• o Mr. BARKI...E'Y's amendment wa rejected. 

mith 
teck 
~an on 

Thoma , Okla. 
Trammell 
Tydln 
Wnl b, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Stel r 
u1livnn 

Thoma , Idaho 
Townsend 
Vandenberg 
Wngn r 
Walcott 
Wnl h, Mass. 
·wat on 

Reed 
Robin on, Ark. 
Stepb ns 
Waterman 

1\lr. BARrLEY. I :f'fer the am ndment, which I send to the 
d<' k. 

Tlt 'VI FJ PRhSI E .... T. The enator from Kentucky offers 
nu nm n<lment, whi h wlll be stated. 

The L ·GIST,ATIVE LEnrr. It 1 proposed to strike out sub ec
tion ( 4) of vnrngrnpll (b), and in lieu thereof to insert the 
tollowinrr: 

(-4) It wN.l (whether or not blocked, trimmed, bleached, dy d, 
colored, or stnin d), it valued nt more thnn 8 per dozen, $4 per dozen 
llll<l GO per c nt ad ·valor m ; 1f >nlued at $8 per doz n or le , GO per 
(.'t'llt tlU Ynlor m. 

'l'he VI ID PRE I E .. T. The qu tion is on the amendment 
<•IT r d hy the •nator from r ntucky. 

1\It·. M T. Mr. Pre ident, on a . ewed hat valued at per 
doz n, with GO p r nt ad Yalor m, the Senator's amendment 
m au a duty of 110 p r cnt; but if it is imported at $7.90, or 
10 cents n dozen 1 s , then it will draw a duty of 60 per cent. 
I .· thut it? 

Mr. BARKLEY. If it is an:rthin" less than $8, it will draw a 
duty of GO per cent . 

l\Ir. S~100T. If it 1 7.90, the duty will be 60 per cent; but 
if it is 10 cents a dozen more, it will be 110 per cent. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of cour e, in fL·ing a graduated rate on 
article , where you hm·e to fix: an arbitrary figure, that always 
i true of a comparison immediat ly below the arbitrary figure 
and immediately above it; but the object I have in view is to 
relieve these cheaper hats, consumed by the mas es of the p ople 
of the United State., from the impo ition of this 4 per dozen 
specific duty. That is preci. ely what the Senator himself and 
hi. committee did on rayon. They fixed an arbitrary figure by 
which th y r gnlated the tariff above and b low it; antl the 
same thing happened there that I am seeking to bring about 
here. 

1\lr. SMOOT. In other words--
Mr. W AL H of l\!a achusetts. Mr. Pre~i<lent, will the Sena

tor from Utah yield? 
Mr. :UOOT. Ju t a moment ancl I will yield the floor. In 

other word , if n hat were imported from a foreign country and 
the pric wa $11, of cour e, they would immediately import it 
l1ere at"~ 7.90 and have a lower rate of duty. That would be the 
result of it. 

Mr. HORTRIDGE. Mr. Pre ident, the d ·ilm of the amend
ment would be to transfer the bu ine~ to Italy. That seems to 
be the design and purpo~e, and will be the result, if thi am nd
ment i agreed to. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Pre~ddent, I appreciate the profound 
information which ha just been conveyed by the distinguished 
Senator from California. 

Mr. W AL H of Mas. achu~etts. Mr. President, a I under
tnnd this problem, if there is any tari1r-protection problem here 

at all, it is on cheap hats. o far as expen ive hat. al.'e con
cern d. they might a well be on the free li t. If t1lere is any 
protection to be extended, it is to the cheap hats. Is that 
correctt 

Mr. SMOOT. Ye ; but it would not be under ub ection ( 4), 
Mr. President. These are " sewed, whether or not blO<'ked, 
trimmed, bleached, dyed, colored, or stained." 

!fi·. WALSH of Ma~ achu etts. Both in ubsections (3) and 
( 4) the imports are of the cheaper hat , not the expensive one ? 

Mr. MOOT. Ye ; the bulk of them are of the cheaper hat . 
Mr. 1V AL H of Ma achusetts. And the trouble with the 

Senator's amendment i that he makes a lower rate on the hats 
that are being imported and a ·higher rate on the expensive hats 
that are not being imported. 

The VICE PRE IDENT. The que tion is on agreeing to 
the am ndment offered by the Senator from Kentucky [M.r. 
BARKLEY]. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let u have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the legislative cl rk 

proceE>ded to call the roll. 
Mr. ROBIN~ ON of Indiana (when his name wa called.) I 

trnn. fer my g neral pair with the junior 'enatol.' from Mi s
~ippi [Mr. STEPHENS] to the junior enator from Vermont [Mr • 
D.ALE] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. IMMO ·s (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement a on the previou roll call, I vote "yea." 

Mr. PHIPPS (when Mr. WATERMAN's name wa called). If 
my colleague [Mr. WATERMAN] we're present, he would vote 
"nay.'' 

Th roll call wa · concluded. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I tran fer my pair with the junior Sena-

tor from Virginia [Mr. GLAS ] to the enior enator from DeJa
are [Mr. HA.sn ~a~] and will vote. I vote "nay.'' 
Mr. FESS. I de ire to announce the following g neral pair : 
The enator from Kansas [Mr. ALLE .... ] with the. enator from 

Tenn e [Mr. BROCK] ; 
The Senator from Penn ylvania [llr. REED] with the enator 

from Arkan as [Mr. ROBINSON] : 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WATERMAN] with the Sena

tor from Utah [Mr. KL a] ; 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLEN.~] with the • enator from 

Arizona [Mr. IIAYD~]; and 
The enator from alifornia [Ml.'. JoHNSON] with the ena

tor from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN]. 
The r :ult was announced-yea 37, nay:s 40, a follows : 

A hurst 
Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Blea. e 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Connally 
Cutting 

Dill 
Prazi~r 
George 
IInrri~ 
Hnrri on 
llaw s 
Hell in 
Howell 
La Follt'tte 
McKellar 

YEAS-37 
Mc;fnster 
Norbeck 
Norri 
"'ye 
Overman 
'chal1 
lleppo.rd 

Ship.; tend 
•~ immon. 

mith 

• teck 
Swan ·on 
Thomas, Okla. 
Trammell 
Tydlng. 
Wal:h, Mont. 
Wbecler 
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Baird 
Bingham 
Broussard 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Deneen 
Fess 
Gillett 
Goff 
Goldsborough 

Gould 
Greene 
Grundy 
Hale 
Hatfield 
Hebert 

"Jones 
Kean 
Kendrick 
Keyes 

NAYS-40 
McNary 
Metcalf 
Moses 
Oddie 
Patterson 
Phipps 
Ransdell 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robsion. Ky. 
Shortridge 

NOT VOTING-19 
Allen Fletcher Johnson 
Brock Glass King 
Capper Glenn McCulloch 
Caraway Hastings Pine 
Dale Hayden Pittman 

So Mr. BARKLEY's amendment was rejected. 

Smoot 
Steiwer 
Sullivan 
Thomas, Idaho 
'l'ownsend 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson 

Reed 
Robinson, Ark. 
Stephens 
Waterman 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have a number of other 
amendments to be offered to this paragraph. I will ask the 
Senator from Utah if he desires to try to get through with the 
paragraph this afternoon, or if he thinks he can? I do not think 
we can. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to get through with it this after
noon if possible. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I offer the following amendment: On page 
204, lines 14 and 15, strike out "$4 per dozen and 60 per cent 
ad valorem" and insert in lieu thereof "88 per cent ad 
valorem." 

Mr. President, I will simply state that that is the present 
rate fixed in the presidential p:roclamation, based upon the re
port of the Tariff Commission. Those who have been relying 
on the Tariff Commission and on the action of the President in 
fixing the rate of 88 per cent certainly ought to vote for this 
amendment to restore the law as it now is. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator 
whether the rate of 88 per cent applies to these chip hats? 

Mr. BARKLEY. If they are sewed. 
Mr. COPELAND. Of course, they were not considered by the 

'raM:ff Commission or by the President in making his procla
matiOn. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I unde'rstand; but it applies to all these hats 
that come in if they are sewed, whether or not blocked, tlimmed, 
bleached, dyed, colored, or stained; and it applies to straw and 
chip and palm and grass and any other sort of hat that 
comes in. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. SMOOT. When the report of the Tariff Commission was 

made to ~he P:esi~ent there was no such thing as a chip hat, 
an.d the rnvestlga~wn that was .made did not cover chip hats. 
Of course, the chip hat comes m now even cheaper than any 
other hat, the unit value being only 30 cents; and I can not see 
why we should accept the Senator's amendment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Chip hats are now coming in at the 50 per 
cent rate under the present law-that is, if they are not 
sewed-compared to the 88 per cent carried in subsection ( 4). 
~he fact ~hat the Tariff Commission made no investigation so 
far as chip hats are concerned is no reason why these sewed 
hats, if they are of chip, might not well bear the 88 per cent 
rate. It certainly does not lie in the mouth of the Senator 
from Utah to object to an 88 per cent rate on a chip hat because 
the Tariff Commission made no investigation when without 
any in;-estigation on the part of the Tariff Co~issio~ or any
body else, you propose to raise them to $4 per dozen and 50 
per cent ad valorem ; so that if the absence of any investigation 
on the part of the Tariff Commission is a reason for not fixing 
the rate at 88 per cent, it certainly ought to be a reason for 
not fixing a rate of $4 and 50 per cent. 

1.\Ir. SMOOT. If sewed hats, manufactured not only in this 
coun~ry but abroad, in 1925, before the investigation was made, 
reqmred a du1·y of 88 per cent, then I can not see why the rate 
provided for such chip hats as come in should not be main
tained, although the Senator, as I understand it-though I did 
not hear his amendment read-puts all of them at 88 per cent. 

Mr. BARKLEY. My amendment applies only to subsection 
4. That is simply a reenactment of the present law. It elimi
nates the $4 specific duty and fixes the rate at 88 per cent as 
fixed by the President. ' 

Mr. SMOOT. That is as I understood the Senator 
Mr. BARKLEY. It does not affect subsection 3. · 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah 

complains that chip hats were not included in the tariff inves
tigation. This amendment is leveled, not only at hats made 
from chips but also at straw hats. The Tariff Commission did 
find, as to men's straw hats, that 88 per cent was a fair rate. 
Then why does the Senator now ask the Senate to repudiate 

the Tariff Commission so far as straw hats are concerned and 
not accept an increase .from 60 per cent to 88 per cent on ~traw 
hats? What justification is there? 

I submit, Senators, that when we try to fix the rate ·at the 
figure recommended by the committee, it is without justifica
tion. If the Tariff Commission reported, after investigation of 
men's straw hats, that 88 per cent was a fair rate, why should 
we go beyond that? The domestic producers of these hats have 
an advantage over foreign manufacturers in this, that when 
t~e local merchant buys a foreign hat and wants to replenish 
his stock, he can not get more, because it takes too long, but if 
he has bought a straw hat manufactured locally and sells 
out and wants more be can get them, because they are right 
here, and it is quick work. 

I submit iCIS going wild and beyond any justification when 
the Senate votes down the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky, which carries out the recommendation of the 
Tariff Commission. The Tariff Commission was not unanimous 
in the report. Mr. Costigan was against even the 88 per cent, 
and there was some difference of opinion among the other mem
bers, but none of them went beyond 88 per cent and here the 
committee recommends $4 and 60 per cent ad vaiorem. 

The amendment of the Senator from Kentucky will give all 
that t~e Tar~ Commission, after an investigation, has said 
was fair and nght, and I submit that the amendment ought to 
be agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I shall not discuss the question 
of the rate any longer, but I want to correct a statement made 
by the Senator to the effect that the supply of hats could not 
be replenished by the importer if the supply were sold out. The 
hats are ordered six months ahead and brought here and sold 
to t~1e trade. They are sold to the trade for future delivery. 
So, If the supply runs out, they can order again from the for
eign manufacturers. That does not affect the rate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I understand, but the Senator is usually 
very fair, and I think he knows that the orders are placed in 
the f.an, and the .hats are delivered just before the spring opens, 
a?-d If the stock IS sold out, and they are foreign hats, it is very 
difficult to get an order filled again in time. It would take a 
long time to get them from abroad, when, if they were made 
here at home, they could be gotten quickly. 

Mr. SMOOT. The ord,ers are in and they are making the 
goods now for next summer. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator from 
Utah a question. What is the rate of duty, adding the $4 to 
the 60 per cent, as compared with the 88 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. SMOOT. That would depend on the price of the goods. 
Mr. SMITH. About what is the average? 
Mr. SMOOT: For a chip hat it would be a very high duty, 

bec~use that IS a cheap hat, a very cheap hat, not made in 
this country, and only made lately in any part of the world. I 
do not. know whether the Senator was here when a-. sample of 
that kmd of hat was shown. It is made of material shipped 
mostly from Japan, I think. On that kind of a hat the rate 
would be an enormous ad valorem, over 100 per cent. 

Mr. SMITH. Let us confine ourselves to the character of hat 
on which the Tariff Commission recommended to the President 
under the flexible provision of the law, an 88 per cent duty: 
The committee has replaced that with a duty of $4 and 60 per 
cent ad valorem. How does that compare with the 88 per cent? 

Mr. SMOOT. On hats selling for $8 a dozen-and of course 
some of them run very much higher tban that-the $4 per doze~ 
.rate would be 50 per cent, and the 60 per cent added to that 
would make the rate 110 per cent. 

Mr. SMITH. Exactly. So that on the ordinary hat which 
everybody buys the rate has been increased from 88 per cent 
to something like 110 per cent, and here we have Democrats 
on this side voting for the most disreputable raid on the con
sumer of an ordinary necessity. Some people want to wear 
hats. I presume it is thought that they ordinarily can go with
out them; but seiiously, Mr. President, since the war an ordi
nary straw hat for which we had then been paying around 
$1.50 to $2 is $4.50 or $5. I know there is no man on this 
floor acquainted with the method of producing hats who be
lieves that labor gets an increase commensurate with this pro
posed increase in the rate. 

Mr. SMOOT. The labor is $1 an hour. r.rhat is what those 
working in the industry get. 

Mr. WALSH of l\Iontana. The Senator forgets, however, 
that this is a measure of farm relief, for the farmers who pro
duce straw. 

Mr. SMITH. I understand, Mr. President. There was a dis
cussion about linters being a farm product, and there is not a 
man who ever grew a bale of cotton who eYer had a bale of 
linters. Linters are P._roduced by the manufacturers of cotton-
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· ~-~ <1. or tho. e '•ho mnnufactur the products from cotton eed. 
Lint 'rs ur cor·pomtion pr duct . No farm r in the world who 

VN' g-rew a bul' or cotton ver pr due d a bale of linters. Yet 
w are n.·ked to ruis th cluty on rnyou on the peciou ground 
that \\'<' w r h lvlng tb farm •r. 

U "<>nntor lcnow what th fact nrc? If you 1 nve a f!O d 
<1 n 1 of lint n tb s d wb n you .. ell it to the oil p ople, they 
will wunt t p nnlfze you for the lint on the ·eed thnt i left 
aft r you ~inn d it, ~o that you get a ·mnller price for your 
IH'l'd. Th n wh n th y have put it into th finer gin and taken 
th Hut t\ off, that i n hy-pr du t whkh they 11 to the 
rnyon 1 •opl . The lint r com in c mp titlon with the cotton, 
low t' th pri c of th cotton, and increa: the price of the 
goods you buy . 

• Tu~t think of the mon, trou.· propo ition we were up u""ain t 
h l't>. ll r wu.. n by-pr duct which r due <1 the price of the 
. •ed, incr a d omp •tition with the c tton, und rai d the 
prlc of wbat you bud to buy, nnd w all f ll for it and vot d 
for it. 

Mr. LA K. Mr. Pr :lc~ nt, I do not think '·e all voted 
for lt. 

Mr .• '1\HTII. ; I wns talking ub ut that horrible "w " 
thnt ha · mad u. tlw lunghing :tock of the real ma.·s of the 
Am ri ••tn Jl Jll •. Th princlpl thnt dividE' the two partie. 
iH fundnmentnl. IC we clo not tand for the pr te ·tion of the 
llllti-IH ~ of th 1 opl , wh r hnv they to go? 

1 nm going t bnv n 11 t pr pnr d of the pine · where c r
t 1t1 Ill' U<'ts ur produ 1 nn<l what • nator. vot d for th in
cr(•n. · <1 tariff:-:, nnd h fore tbe . e. ion adjourn I am going to 
r nd it nnd . how how wht>nev r w got within a tat where a 
('('t'tnin thing wu mnnnfnctured. as they ~a: in aviation, the 
vhdhility got had and the nator from the State could not fly 
wt>ll in tb D m •rnti • airplane. I want to get that li ·t nn<l 
1' u<l it. 

A mnn·~ Ioyult y to a prindple is mea~ ured by the ,·acriftce 
b Is wnling to mnke for that principle, and if we a Demo
t•uts an not :tund for justit to the manufacturer and at the 

t'nnw tim jtt ·ti · to th con. tllll r we ought to change our 
unm . 

l\fr. Pl!1LA ... TD. Mr. Pr idl'nt--
'l'h • PHE 'IDE ''1' pr temp r . Doe the nator from 'outh 

uroliun yi ld to th .·pont r· fr m •c:w York'/ 
1\fr. ~ lrl'H. ·<•s; I yi ld. 
l\11'. PJIJLA. 'D. I am quite ure th uatur will not pre-

pnr the U. 't h ha. m ntlon d, b cau · mod sty will ke p him 
from doing so a he 1 · th out;\· • 'euator who ha' con i tently 
voted in ac t·dnnc• with the old-time principl · of the D mo-
rntl • Pnrt,r. 

It·. , ' IITII. 1\It·. Pr sicl nt. i: not that nn indictment of the 
pnrty'! To think thnt, u·cording to th tnt m nt of the enator 
from New ~ork, one mnn ulone. a~ he .ay, ha" tood for the 
Jll'in •ipl<• of prot tlou or th ma., . ually \Yith the protection 
oC the cla~v '·'· ·ou hav n right to impo. upon the areat 
nut:s : f th Amerl :tUl n . r>l n burd n they ar not abl to 
h •tu· :Imply L> nuRc you wnnt to fo ter an indu. try, n t in 
tnfnnc~·. unt ~r wu lei, <li:r putable. full of wcnlth. 

tt·. ''R I IELL and 1\Ir. BRO .. AHD addr .. ed the 'hair. 
Th PIUJSliDl:lJ .. •T pro t mpor<>. Do s the nator from outh 

nrolinn yield; and ff .,· , to whom? 
1\Ir. Sl\fl'.l'Il. I will ~·ic.lrl fir. t to tbe nator from Florida. 

Ir. 'l'RAl\£~1EI.r.. 1 ju t wnnt to nsk the H nator from • outh 
nt·ollnn Jf th • f'uutor fmm ew York did not make a littl 

mis tnt mc>nt wh n lP :aid that he had not votl'd for anything 
fot· th pmpo~ of tt·~·in~ to boo~t the price. lie did vote for 
th • clulwutnre, whith wn. int nded to boo t the price to every
body wh w Ul'. cott n clothe~ and ever~·b dy who eat tb 
products of wllCnt. 

. Mt• .• Ml'l'IJ. I v ted for the d benture, and will vote for 
it ttg'<tin, hecnu,·e it can ht• applied; you can not npply the prin
<!lpl • of prot dlon hrcaus you nn not rgunize th farmers. 
'" cnn nppl~· th principle of the deb nture ·o as to give the 
man who produce the product an ual chanc under the law 
with thos wh mn unlil them,elYes of a tariff duty. 

Mr. IHt l ~ 'AHD. Mr. Pre iu nt, Fill the S ·nator yield? 
Mr .• MITIT. ot ju t now. I want to develop thi · di.tinc-

tluu. ou ana I hnv complain d of. th policy of tbe tariff. 
J,pt n. grnut, fot· th , al· of the ar~ument, that the principle 
is •orrect. Ar w ju:-;tifi <1 in applying the principle. if the 
only polity uy which it tnu be nppll <1 nrich . one-half of the 
Jll'OJ)I • nn 1 im))oY rl. he. the olb r llnlf? If you are fair
mind tl m n nud find tbnt the princlpl of a protecti"e tariff a 
wrttt.•n in this propo. d 1 gi.lation can benefit the manufacturer, 
llllll in 1·<1 r to nt1Ply the arne principles change your p licy 
nncl In t'd<1r to protect tllc> mafls who produce the raw mate
rial 1 rovid a dt>beutur , then you are dealing justly with the 
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American people. You know, Mr. Pre ident and gentlemen of 
the • enate, that you can not apply the principle of a protective 
tariff except for tho e who are so organized and have uch 
re. rve wealth that they can avail them ·elves of the t11rifr. 

Mr. BROU A.RD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
u w? 

Mr .• MITH. I yield. 
Mr. BROUS ARD. I am very much interested in the li8t the 
nator i to prepare. I wa very much tempted during the 

.-ugar d bate to paraphra ·e ome of the arguments made by 
• nator on this side. For in tnnce, I could have taken electri

fied earth and other commodities and sub tituted the nnm 
" ugar" and made a fine argument in behalf of sugar. If the 
Senator will furni b me with the li t he has mentioned, I will 
take the trouble to earch the RECORD and prove that they are 
uot free trader except when· it concerns commodities in which 
thC'y are dir ·tly concerned. 

Mr. 'MITH. I think the enntor is right. Jo ·h Billing. 
aid he lived to be 40 years old before be found a good place 

for a 1 oil. Somebody a,ked him where. and be aid, ''On the 
back of orne other fellow'· neck." [Laughter.] We proceed 
h re on the theory that the tariff is a local i. · ·ue. The gentle
man who coined that phrn.,e a a matter of fa t hnd had experi
ence such as we have had. that whenever it aff€'ct a man's 

tate . o far a the principle i concerned he cast it to the 
winds. 

l\Ir. C PELA~ ~D. In my opinion the tariff i much mor re
•'trictc<l than as a local i .·ue; it is an individual i ue. 

l\Ir. RaUTH. 0 Mr. Pres;ident, I grant the Senator that. Or 
cour .. it i · individual "Let me have my pound of fie .. h and 
the victim may bleed to death. I am after my pound of fie h." 
1.'h mo::ot mi. erable protectioni. t in the world is the man who 
.-imply want to protect the local thing as it applies to him in 
the hope of g ttiug -rote to return him to impose a further bur
den on tbe American people. 

M1·. BROU SARD. What about the man who want the 
pound of flesh. but i unwilling to give anything in return? 

Mr. ~;\liTH. We sit here and li ten to tbe:c Senators vote. 
I can under:'tand how the Hamiltonians are going to • tay with 
their principle. They believe, like Hamilton, that the ma~ ·e of 
th American people ar helple only in so far a. they can 
produce the wealth of the country and be denied the U:"e of it. 
II;tmilton wa ... bold. He • aiel that was hi doctrine. He t:Hll not 
beliE>ve that the mas~· · of the people hould participate in the 
Government at all. but that the wealthy and the landowner. nnd 
the manufacturer ..:hould run the Government by aud for theru
elve.~. Jeffer on b lieve 1 and had implicit faith in the ma · e 

and wrote the immortal bill of right in the 10 amendment:;; 
to our on..<::titution. He was the one who made glad the hentt. 
of all American citizen~ wh n lH' made them a part and pare l 
of the Go-vernment. Th Hamiltonian idea ha prevailed in 

m rica. The Jeffer on idea ba not prevailed. 
elfi~hne. , money, contentrnted power have laid th ir hand 

upon the GoYernment of the United tates and have impover
i. ·h d the gr ~ t producing ma o that now in the year 1930 
we nre called here for the purpo e of tryina to relieYe them aud 
to find a policy by which we can apply the doctrine of prot(>C
tion to that group. enators know and I know that we hnve 
come to n parting of the way. . Eighty-seven per cent of all th ' 
farms of America, North, Ea. t. outh, and We ·t are lmder 
mortgage. At fir t the farmer had ome little reHerve of timher. 
He .old that and the timber wa · tak..:n away. Every natural 
re. ource di ·appeared. Then the mortgage came. Then inter t 
on the mortgag and tnxe came until to-day the al of hi-: 
. 13,000.000.000 worth of product. hardly keep oul an<l body 
together, while the paean. from the metropolitan pre~v and from 
high place$ . ound the tidin~ that we are in au era of an un
pr<'C('deuted pro perity. On the one hand, we have mortgag · . 
d ..::titution, and ruin to the rna · e of American p ople, and f)U 
the other hand an unheard-of intert> t, wealth, and accumuln
tion of property. Th . e are the fact whic·b confront u~. an<l 
here we are on a simple item of an ordinary hat propo~ing to 
add 110 per cent; to do what'! To enrich a handful of tho~ 
who fabricate them and perhap devote a modicum of their in
come to th · whom they emplo~· in the fabrication. 

My 'tate i bein" industrialized, nod I am glad of the fa ·t. 
but shall I ~tand here and '\"Ote to granJ a living wage tf) tho:e 
employ~ by tho ·e indu:trie. and an incom to those who own 
them out of all ~arity with those who feed nod cloth and hoe 
them in the production of the raw material? Who ha~ riseu on 
the other ide of the Chamber or o'\"er on thi ~·ide of the Chnm
ber and made a plea for the impoverished mas~e , from whom 
it i now propos d to extract thi · 110 per cent additional tariff, 
to e:rtr:.1ct it from the man wlw wanu· even to cover hL· h ad 
decently? The clothes have been voted ofr hi.· back, there ha~ 
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been an attempt to vote the shoes off his feet, and now it is pro
posed to vote the bat from his bead. If that suits the .American 
people, as a matter of course it will be manifest when the next 
expression comes from the masses. 

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 
Mr. NORBECK. I am interested in the Senator's forecast as 

to what the next expression is going to be. 
Mr. Sl\fiTH. I think the masses of our people have become 

so enslaved that they are actually afraid to vote against those 
from whom they have to borrow the wherewithal to live another 
year. We are dangerously near that line. The Senator knows 
and I know that a man who bas the responsibility of a family, 
even though he knows rank injustice is being done by legisla
tion, dreads to cross the man upon whom, under our iniquitous 
laws, he is made dependent. It may be that under durance he 
will vote to repeat the very conditions that have put the shackles 
on him. I do not know what will be the result. I know that 
some Senators who have stood for what I am pleading for this 
afternoon may go the way of an those who have trieg to stem 
the. tide of iniquity. So far as I am concerned, God help me, 
as long as the injustice exists I shall stand and make the plea I 
am now making. When I reach the place and the time that I 
would rather warm the leather in the seat of my chair in the 
Senate than to fulfill the responsibilities which are upon me, 
then I want to be retired. The very stand that I am taking 
to-day may cause my retirement. I am not unconscious of the 
power that bas filled our offices and is controlling our Govern
ment and running roughshod over every principle of fair and 
just government. · 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from South Caro
lina [Mr. SMITH] bas stated, and there is a great deal of truth 
in the statement, that the tariff is a local issue. Jefferson per
haps found that out because he stood for tariff protection, and 
Madison and Jackson likewise. But we have reached the point 
where practically all of us realize the necessity for some pro
tection. If we did not have any protection at all, we would 
not have one-half of the people prosperous, as my friend from 
South Carolina suggests, and the other half impoverished, but 
we would all be impoverished. 

I am in favor of a very strict restriction on immigration. I 
realize that if the country did not restrict immigration we 
would be overrun with a class of foreigners who would in a 
little while utterly destroy our civilization. We would be over
run with an army of wage earners who would put the .American 
wage earners out of business. Our standards of living would be 
lowered. We would have a state of industrial slavery. It is 
necessary to have some protection, and I for one, a Democrat 
from the South, am in favor of adequate protection. I know the 
time has been when statesmen who hailed from my section of 
the country were free traders. That time has passed. The 
South is not for free trade. 

I have said before on the floor of the Senate, and I repeat now 
to men in other sections of the country who have capital to 
invest, I invite them to come into the sunny Southland. It is 
the noblest spot of earth, the garden spot of the universe. Its 
climatic conditions can not be excelled anywhere in the world, 
nor its fertile soil and limpid streams. It has more forest land 
than any other section of the country. It has as fine people as 
ever drew the breath of life. 

Of course, we are ·i:wt prosperous now. We are passing 
through a period of hardship for many reasons. We hope it 
will not always be thus. There is no general prosperity in the 
country. It is true that a certain class of the people are pros
perous. There are a few who clip their coupons. They tower 
high while others upon the plain are not enjoying prosperity. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of protection on cotton goods. 
We must have it to protect the .American manufacturer who 
makes into cloth the cotton which we raise in the South. I 
would not want to work a hardship on anybody, but we are 
compelled to have a reasonable protection upon our cotton goods. 
When we grant that protection we are directly aiding the wage 
earners who work in the cotton mills of the United States. I 
do not want to reduce their pay. I am not in favor of doing 
that. I want to see them get increased pay. I want their con
ditions improved in the North as well as in the South. We of 
the South might just as well face conditions as they are. Those 
of us who are not doing it are simply dreaming; they are not 
looking stubborn facts in the face. I do not propose to be gov
erned by a theory that 50 years ago governed some man from my 
section who was not confronted by the problems with which I 
have to consider. 

The Senator from South Carolina has told us about the cotton 
linter, the fuzzy jacket on the cottonseed which is cut by a fine 
saw. I remember the· time when cottonseed was thrown away 
by the millions of tons. Very few of them wer:e used, except 

for cow feed. They were boiled with corn meal for that pur
pose. My father used to do that. He had a cotton gin; the 
farmers would bring their cotton there ; he would gin their 
cotton ; they would take home just enough seed with which to 
plant another crop and leave the seed with him,. It was a bur
den, because be had to take the seed away and throw them out 
somewhere to rot. Now what is the situation? We produce 
vegetable oil, thereby utilizing millions of tons of cottonseed ; 
and on yesterday we made an effort here to protect vegetable 
oils from deadly competition with the Philippine Islands. That 
is a problem the statesmen of other days did not have to con
sider. The linter then was something that went to waste, but 
we are now consuming in the neighborhood of 200,000 bales of 
linters in making rayon. 

I do not agree with my good friend from South Carolina that 
that is not a good thing. The consumption of any by-product 
from the farm is a valuable asset to the farmer. He may not 
now be getting the return which he ought to receive, but we 
are going to see that he shall get it after a while. I want to see 
these linters utilized, and cottonseed oil, as well as other by
products. Cottonseed meal is food for both man and beast, 
and it is also a fertiliz~r, a great plant food; and cottonseed 
oil is a substitute for hog lard and for olive oil, and glycerin 
can be made from it. 

I want to pay a compliment to the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
SHEPPARD]. On yesterday he delivered the most thorough, com
prehensive, and exhaustive address on the subject of vegetable 
and other oils that I have ever heard in Congress in my lifetime. 
He discussed vegetable oils, oils produced from soybeans, 
which we grow in abundance, oils produced from cottonseed, 
and other oils produced from other commodities. We have a 
monopoly the world over of cottonseed, and the farmers who 
produce them ought to be getting a better price for their cotton
seed oil. I am hoping that out of this legislation will come 
conditions that will enable the farmer to get a better price for 
his cottonseed oil and for the other products of cotton. I want 
the spinner, who makes our cotton into cloth, to prosper ; I 
want the producer of the cotton to have a fair deal in the mar
ket place, and be so helped by Congress that he will obtain a 
profitable price for his cotton. 

We have all got to work together for the good of each sec
tion ; each for the good of all, and all for the good of each. 
We ought to do that. 

Mr. President, I just wanted to say that much this afternoon. 
I want to see every industry in my country prosper. I am not 
going during this session or at any other time vote to open 
the gates wide to the products of the cheap pauper labor of 
Europe, any more than I am going to vote to open the gates 
wide to unrestricted immigration. 

We have a very serious problem now in connection with im
migration from the Philippine Islands, a problem which was dis
cussed this morning by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYD
INGS] and the Senator from Washington [Mr. DILL]. We have 
another one caused by the running of Mexicans over the line 
into the United States, destroying .American labor along the 
border line. .American men and women are suffering because 
of the competition with the cheap labor from the Philippines in 
California and the State of Washington and from Mexican labor 
in Texas and other Southwestern States. These problems are 
confronting us, and we have got to do something to protect the 
.American men and women. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from .Ala

bama yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate especially what the Senator 

is saying about immigration from Mexico. I favor placing im
migration from Mexico on the quota basis, as it is from every 
other country. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I agree with the Senator as to that. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Can the Senator inform us what the pros

pects are of having legislation on that subject reported out 
of the Committee on Immigration at this session? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am sorry that I can not, but I am heartily 
in accord with the Senator in his position on that subject. 

Before I sit down, Mr. President-and I am going to detain 
the Senate but a moment longer-! want the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] to give the Senate a chance to vote 
on the question of the freedom of the Philippine Islands. That 
constitutes a serious problem confronting the .American people. 
Let me refer to the condition which we are permitting to exist. 
Capitalists of the Old World who can not ship thefr vegetable 
oils straight from there without paying a heavy duty are being 
permitted to go into the Philippine Islands, invest their money, 
and produce oils that come in competition with .American oils. 
The home oil market is being destroyed and turned over to those 
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p 'opt . Some of our own capitalists likewi e are going there 
nncl joining with them, and then dumping their products upon us 
in tlu• State . 

What ar we g lng to do about the farmers who are produc
in I b • e commoclitl in the vuriou tates of the United 
• tn.tt> ? Are we not going to throw a protecting arm around 
thPm'! I nm in favor of doing that. I am going to try to be 
ju. t nn<l fuir to every int rc. t, but I am not going to permit 
pt·<·~ nt conditions to ·ontinu in relation to the Philippine 
I~lnncls, if I 'IUl h lp it, and I mn not goina to permit much 
1 ngN·, If I can help it, n h rde of immigrant to continue to 
pour ovPr the land from re ·t o. 

'l'h the Senate an 

ord red to be 

[hom the New York Time , J nunry 19, 1930] 
PnontBITION CAN BE Em-oacEo 

lly nTnun CAPPER, enntor !rom Knnsas 
Prohlllltlon lnwH cnn and will be enforced In the e United tntes. 

AlH th t>lght enth amendment will be generally observed over the 
ntlt• country. 

I do not ijhnr in tb opinion of tho ·e who ay thnt prohibition can 
not b •nforced. It can b nCor ed, nnd we have demonstrated that 
tuct in Kuusns, where we have lln<l prohibition for a few year short 
or half n c •ntury. 

Tht' Uuil<'d t te as a whole Is now pas ing through the experi
m nlnl tng • of uror m nt that we had In the early days of en!orce
m •nt In Kun. n, untl r the tnte law. In the beginning many Kan as 
buHIUI'~;s men wt>r not In ympnthy with prohlblt1on, because they 
thuughl it w uld "burt bu 'lne ." Oth r good citizens hone tly 
1 bought tb move wna unwh;e; but they have long since recognized the 
ll netlt or prohibition, . nd the que ·tton is no longer nn issue in the 

tal . An ov rwbelmlng majority of our people con ider prohibition 
ns on of Ut ~Teate t bll'S logs t>Vf.'r b stowed on the tate through 
lcg 'slat ion. 

TIIE TI t£ NJoa:or.o 

r ·ny jm~t a cmphntlcally thnt prohibition cnn be enforced in the 
Nutlon, und w hnve alr ndy mnde progres in that dir ctlon. It may 
luke IHI much nH .:!0 y nrs to mnke enforcement effective; but even 1f it 
d1>t•~. th •y will h yt>ar w 11 p •ut, and !rom which po terlty will reap 
untold bt•n Httt. 

l 'n• ldPnt lloov r's peclal m s ·n e to ongre on law enforcement 
pres ntl'd t bolh brunches of the National L gi lalure last Monday 
outllu ij a sound nnd ronstructlve program. 

'l'h<'r 111 nothing ~ pectacular in his me ·sage. It Is not dramatic; 
1t IH con tructlv . 'l'hls al o applle to tlle r •on1m ndatlons of the 
'ommi!-!Hion on l.uw Enforcement, which the !)resident sent with his 

own me age. 
L<'gl~lation al ong the lines indicated In Pre !dent Hoover' gen rnl 

outllnr. of ne<·,•sHnry chang s in law· and law-enforcement machinery, 
nnd the ll clfic recommendations of the commi ~ion: w111 improve mate
rlnlly th' pr ·~ent t!ltnation. 

II. . ('<'fiR to me thcr will b little question among friends of law 
('ltfot· ·•·m •nt o! til • fenslblllty or the recommendations for concentra
tion of l' Rpon ·Jblllty in detection and pro ecutlon of prohibition viola
tionA, uo1· for cotHiolldatlon or a~ ncl to prevent smuggling, nor !or 
proviHions for nd quatc court nnd prosecuting officials, nor for expan
Rlon of l1'cd rnl prl ous and reorganization of parole practices. I am 
1o nc or(! with the p cltlc legislation for the District or Columbia. 

l'robnbly lh mo t fundnmental changes recommended are those cov
•t•lng th r orgnnlzatlon or the l~'ederal court trncture so as to give 

r l!l•t ft·om congrstlou. 
Th p clflc r commentlntion or the Law Enforcement Commission on 

thl subjf'ct nre worthy or, and doubtless w11l receive at the bands of 
ongr ~. the ruo t car ful con iderntlon. 

SP}JfJOY TRIALS FOR OFFENDERS 

'f't•lnl of p Uy crimes and mi d meanor , to use the e:xpre ion in 
our KUill:lllS practice, by n. commi stoner with right of appeal for trial 
'by Jm·y r served to the dct ndnnt, undoubtedly will be the subject or 
many nnd long d •bates. 

After a careful rereading of the commission's recommendations in this 
regard I am favorably impressed. The rights of the accused nre pre
served ; it is only the power of the defendant's attot·ney to ob truct and 
delay prompt trial that is curtailed. 

In fact, it seems to me that the promise of the right to a " speedy 
and public trial '' promised in the Constitution will be more nearly 
carried out it the commission's recommendations are adopted than under 
our present system, which encourages delays, conge ted dockets, and, in 
fact, makes for retarded justice rather than speedy justice. 

Since we have through Federal statutes, ·uch as the Dyer and Mann 
Acts and the prohibitory laws, made Uncle Sam a policeman in rela
tion to crimes of an interstate character, we must ultimately face and 
solve the problem of providing police-court powers and procedure in the 
F deral judicial ystem. The plan outlined by the commission will give 
ample protection to the accused and n.l o pre erve ome rights to the 
Govet·nment 1n Federal prosecution. 

I can and do heartily approve the constructive program outlined, 
confident that Congre s bas the statesmanship necessary to work out the 
detalls. 

It is the wet and lawle s cities more than nny other part of the 
countt·y that are the plague spots which need cleaning up and that need 
the harp prod of the law; and enforcing prohibition wlll help rather 
than binder that work. 

Kan ·ns ha bad prohibition for half a century. It spent many years 
In experimenting and pioneering in this rerorm, gradually perfecting the 
Kansas law. Earnest enforcement of the law in Kansas date, back 20 
years, after its increasing benefits could no longer be denied. 

orne of the en tern and big-city enemies of prohibition say if the 
prohibition law were made more liberal they would be a t isfied and the 
more llb<'ral law would be obeyed. Kan~as ba been through aU that. 
The truth is that no law in any way regulating the sale of liquor bas 
ever be-en obeyed anywhere by keepers or saloons or of public houses. 
Canada can vouch for this statement. 

For years prohibition was not enforced in all Kan as, nor even half
way enforced; but even then the benefits began to show. The people 
became converted to the dry cause and got in earnest about prohibition. 
Th y began ousting from office city and county attorneys and mayors 
who were lax or were wet sympathizers. We pa~sed a "bone llry" 
law during my administration as governor. It work~ in Kansas and 
I asset<t 1t will function in any State in the Union. For 25 years 
prohibition has been a fact in Kansas and now it is a permanent part 
of it tate and national creed. 

VIOLATIONS IN KA.."iSAS 

There is till illicit selling of liquor in K::tnsas. It will continue in 
a ·poradlc manner so long as there are people who cling to the idea 
of the social drink, who think that a social evf'nt i not complete with
out ometbing that sparkles, even though it is tlnctur 11 poi on bottled 
in the barn ; but the snle of liquor has been reduced to the minimum. 

Kan as does not w::tnt and would not tolerate modification. Liquor 
is an outlaw within her borders. She is 48 yenrs removed from the 
thought of legalizing the saloon. Conviction of violators is easier than 
in tbe past because public sentiment has been crystnlllzcd. Kansas 
officials and private citizens are agreed that prohibition is the tate's 
best bu lne s asset. 

U Kan~us could enforce prohibition with wet States all around it, 
as it bad to do then, New York or any other tate can. I venture to 
say tbnt New York City, for all its boasted wetness, is no " wetter" 
in comparison with agricultural and small-town s<'Ctiona of tbe UnitNl 

tates than were Kansas City, Wichita, and ~avenworth in the old 
days. 

It is a shame to say it, perhaps, but New Yorkers bear a marked re
mblance to other people all over the world. 

ometimes I hear friends of so-called tempernnce, n oppo::;ed to 
prohibition-a generation ago these generally were " wets " as oppo ed 
to temperance-proclaim that law ob ervance precedes law enforce
ment in point of time. I fear history will not bear out that a. ertion. 
We h ar a lot nlways about law-observing England, where murder 
are so few compar d to the record in this country. But England was 
not always o law-abiding. It became law-abiding in that respect nfter 
years, one could almost say centurie , of law enforcement. But that is 
aside from the main que tlon. Prohibition enforcement in the long 
run is going to re t on the merit, or lack or merit, of prohibition itself. 
It the country decides that saloon and drunkenn ss are a good thin~. 
~:<oclally and economically, then prohibition will fail and prohibition 
eu ot·cement, of course, will not be a problem. 

l a n. few more years there really will be no place for the drinking man 
in thi1:1 country. Indo try has no use for him. Employers will not 
hnve him nround th 1r plnnts and places of busine s. The home doe 
not want h:m. The women of thi country, taken a a whole, will not 
stand for drunks lying around the premise . 

There are to be no saloons, tho e who advocate repeal of the nmenJ
ment or modlflcatlon of ·the Vol tend law claim. We are not «>'oing i:o 
tolerate drunken men on the street::;. The few wbo drink now are not 
popular as operators of motor vehicles. Civilization is pasl;ing beyond 
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the alcoholic-beverage stage. In some countries only the leaders In 
thought voice this sentiment, but their statements are significa;nt. 

Cardinal Mercier, primate of Belgium, said, in 1919 : 
"If general prohibition were introduced more lives would be saved 

than by general disarmament. Alcohol kills more men than war ·and 
kills them dishonorably. An existence is suppressed when a man is 
killed by war; but the evil survives after the inebriate ceases to exist." 

To those who believe they are advocating temperance when they 
oppose prohibition, I would say only this--there is more temperance 
under prohibition than tlJ.ere was before prohibition. And the experi· 
ence of Canada in trying the half-march back by State liquor selling is 
more pleasant as pictured by wet propagandists than in the views of 
Canadian authorities. 

I quote a few views as reported recently in The Manufacturers 
Record, published in Baltimore : 

Ontario liquor board: " Ontario is buying liquor at the rate of 
$1,000,000 a week." 

Alberta liquor board : " In Alberta 4,000,000 gallons liquor sold in 
second year of ' control.' " 

Quebec liquor commission : " Sales of beer increased 1,000,000 gallons 
over last year." 

Reports of the seven liquor control boards: "The seven Provinces 
having 'Government control,' with a population of 10,000,000, spend 
$160,000,000 a year for liquor." 

British Columbia liquor board : " Since the opening of the beer par
lors the sales of 'hard liquor' have increased 50 per cent." 

Quebec liquor commission, 1924-25 : " Sales of hard spirits increased 
32,275 gallons in one year." 

Nor does Canada's experience indicate that the bootlegger exists only 
where there is prohibition-a fact that we knew before we had national 
prohibition, but some of us appear to have forgotten. The Saskatche
wan liquor board reports : " Bootlegging increased 111 per cent the 
first year." · 

Says the · Columbia liquor bo~rd: "As much liquor is sold by boot
leggers as is sold in the Government stores." 

" One of the most astonishing transformations in economic history 
is the progress made in industry in the United States during the last 
five years," wrote Secretary Hoover in the 1925 annual report of the 
United States Department of Commerce. As President he has not 
changed his attitude in favor of prohibition's economic benefits. Rather 
the contrary, Mr. Hoover mentioned prohibition as one of the chief 
causes of that transformation, and few big manufacturers in the United 
States will disagree with that statement. 

A CAUSE OF PROSPERITY 

I think we can lay a considerable share of this Nation's abounding 
good fortune to eight years of national prohibition superimposed on 
many more years of prohibition by the States; to the tremendous in
crease in our industrial efficiency resulting largely therefrom ; to the 
rise in the last eight years of a new and hitherto lacking nation-wide 
thrift, which seems but another outcome of this same cause, and which, 
as President Hoover points out, finds us in this year of our L,ord the 
best-housed, the best-fed. the best-clothed people that ever inhabit~d 
the earth. · 

If the opponents of prohibition succeed in bringing back the sale of 
wine and beer, the lawbreaking saloon will as surely come back as 
that water will run down hill. 

We need go no further back than the recent election to discover that 
the great majority of the people of this country-not any particular 
section or class or party, but just the mass of the people--believe in the 
eighteenth amendment and in the enforcment of its provisions. To 
my mind, the national election of 1928 constitutes a mandate to the 
Government of the United States to make the prohibiti()n amendment 
effective, not to attempt to repeal or evade it. 

As a business man and as Governor of my home State of Kansas, I 
have seen various experiments tried to regulate the drink evil-high 
license, local option, State d.ispensaries. Prohibition honestly enforced 
has by far proved the most effective remedy, a.nd national prohibition 
was the logical outcome after half a century of experimenting. 

I wish to repeat, it is not a change back to the free use of intoxi
cating liquor that we need, but fair and square prohibition enforcement. 

No friend of prohibition need worry over the recent agitation started 
by Senator BoRAH'S pronouncement that stricter enforcement is needed. 
The result of this criticism, from one of the most sincere and ardent 
drys in the country, of certain laxities in law enforcement, bailed at 
first by the " wets " as a set-back for law enforcement, will resi1It only 
in stricter law enforcement. In fact, my information is that this 
already is be.coming apparent. 

GROWING DISREGARD FOR LAW 

Prohibition is not now so much a question of laws or changes in 
Jaw.s. It js rather a question of law observance and law enforcement. 
The growing disregard for law is a danger signal that we can not afford 
to ignore. Gang wars and wholesale murder-more than 9,000 murders 
a year in this country; crimes of violence on the increase; cynical dis-

respect for all constituted authority apparently more prevalent In our 
boys and girls; these accompanied by the slaekened sense of individual 
responsibil1ty t() which I have already referred. 

This situation is not peculiar to the United States, although our 
rapid development industrially and the transition period through which 
we are traveling at the highest speed ever known in the history of the 
world have accentuated the growing lack of law observance and slacken
ing of law enforcement. 

A large contributing factor toward the breakdown of law observance 
and law enforcement is the lawless fight being waged against the 
eighteenth amendment by those who desire the return of the saloon. 

This issue must be faced squarely. Our citizenship must realize the 
problems involved. 

~'he issue is clear cut. We will have either law enforcement or the 
open saloon. The open saloon will never return so long as our citizens 
keep their vision clear on that fundamental fact. 

There has been no change of sentiment among our farmers nor among 
the urban dwellers of the United States where the real issue is under
stood on this question. But powerful selfish interests have• clouded the 
issue. The forces back of law and order should realize this and ham
mer home that the real clear-cut issue--the law enforcement and law 
observance fight-in the last analysis is over the saloon. 

Every citizen and every community faces the same challenge. 
For every citizen, the challenge individually is that of law observ

ance. For every community, the challenge is law enforcement. 
But the citizen has also the duty of backing up law enforcement, not 

only with individual law observance but by throwing his influence 
behind the enforcement of law-.not just the law against murder, and 
theft, and other crimes of violenc·e, but also against the crime · of violat
ing the eighteenth amendment and its enforcement statutes. If we 
do not want the law, there is a lawful way to bring about its repeal; 
but the law should be respected and obeyed until it is repealed. -

I say without the slightest hesitation that the farmer and his family 
will be on the side of law observance and law enforcement. He is 
fundamentally sound and right on this question. But he, as well as 
every other citizen, must realize that the matter of law observance and 
law enforcement is a battle, not an argument. And every ounce of good 
citizenship in this country must answer the challenge fairly, without 
equivocation or evasion, i! this civilization of ours is to endure. 

No act of President Hoover's administration has received more heart
felt and general support than his stand for law observance and law 
enforcement, particularly with reference to prohibition. · 

Prohibition enforcement now is a challenge to public officials-Fed
eral, State, and lQcal-from one end of the land to the other. It is a 
challenge also to the loyalty of the common man to his Government. We 
have never had a greater opportunity to do a finer service for our coun
try than to-day-by showing through speech and· action a decent respect 
for its laws and its Constitution. 

Prohibition bas not had a fair trial. The big cities have not made 
an honest effort to enforce this law. It should be given a chance. It 
can be enforced if Federal, State, and local officials will get back of it 
in an honest-to-God way. 

The American people have a right to disapprove of a law and to seek 
its repeal or modification in a lawful way. If the people do not want 
prohibition, they may remove the amendment by the same means they 
used to adopt it. If a majority of the people of the country desire the 
Volstead Act changed, they bav~ a legal method of accomplishing this 
result through electing to the House and Senate Members who will vote 
to change it. Liquor has never obeyed any modifying law. It will never 
obey any law but a bone-dry law, honestly and vigorously enforced. 

I believe prohibition is gaining in spite of the difficulties of enforce
ment. The eighteenth amendment will never come out of the Consti
tution. The Volstead law will not be weakened. In .years to come the 
people of the United States will have more and more cause to rejoice 
that they voted prohibition into the Constitution and made it tbe law 
of the land and stood by it. 

RECESS 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a recess, the recess 
being until 11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was a~reed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 27 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess, under the order previously 
entered, until to-morrow, Thursday, Janu~ry 30, 1930, at 11 
o'clock a. m. 

NOMINATION 
Executive nomination received by the Senate January 29 (legis-· 

Zative day of Jarmary 6), 1930 
Capt. Julian Wallace Cunningham, Cavalry, to be major, Cav

alry, Regular Army, w~h rank from January 21, 1930. 

WITHDRAWAL 
Capt. Julian Weeks Cunningham to be major, Cavalry. 
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F R PRE E TT TI' E 

'l'h 

Th .Journal 
approv <1. 

I rk r nd n. f 11 ws : 

J anuaryJ ~9 19v0 

Iontgom •ry, D. D., offered 

AIRSHIP D E 

a privileged re~ lution 

119 

from Penn-
1 rk will 

diate considera-

lerk will report it by title. 

n we 

let·k will report it. 

Re~olttetl, ctr., Thnt thP CollowinA" um. nre approprint <1, out ot any 
mou y in the '.rr usury not oth rwls npproprlatro, for the fiscal year 

Hl30 tor alarie and expen e of the Federal Radio Commt ion as con
tinued by the net npproved December 18, 1929, namely: 

1-'ot· an additional amount tor tbP pay of fi\'e commis. ioncrs at the 
rate of $1 ,000 each per rulnum, :>.0 0. 

For an additional amount for all other n.utborize<l xpen · of the 
Federal Radio Commis ion in performing the dutie · impo~ d by th 
radio act o! 1027, ns amend d, including personal s rvices, new paper 
and p rlodicnl , taw and reference book , pecin.l coun ~ el fee , printing 
and binding, upplle and equipment which, when the aggregate amount 
involved docs not exceed 25, may be purchas d without r gard to sec
tion 3709 of the Revised tatute (U. . C., title 41, ec. 5), contract 
stt>nographic reporting erTice without reference to such ctiou, travel 
and other n Cl' ~ary expen s , :W.OOO ; and in addition tb reto, $75, 00 
of the unexpended balance of the appropriation • Salarie and expeos s, 
Fedeml Radio Commis ion, 1927- 1929," is het·eby reappt·oprlated and 
made available for the purpo~e of the appropriation " alarit> · and 
expen s, Fed ral Radio ommi.. ion, 1930," all to be r <' troactive to the 
date of the approval of such act of December 1 , 1929. 

The PEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to th pre -
nt consideration of the re olntion? 

.Mr. GAU ·ER. Re_erving the right to object, i · thl a unan1-
mou · r ·port from the committee? 

Mr. WO D. It wa unanimously favored by the ·ubcommit
te-e on defi<:iencie and at a m ting of the Committ on A.ppro
priati n · a few day ago it wa brought to our att uti n. We 
wer in tructed to report it to the Hou e without further 
r port from th full commi tt . 

i\lr. GAReER. ould it not be attended to on th gen ral de-
ft ·ien ·y bill ? 

Mr. WO D. Thi of extraordinary importance at the 
pr nt mom nt. The a ueral deficiency bill will not be r -
p rt 1 until ·orne time later. Thi will be ne •d d before n xt 

aturday, a · the commL ·ion otherwi e would b without funds 
at that tim . That il:' the rea on why we are not re~ rving it f r 
the general deficiency bill. 

The 'PE.AKER pro tempore. Is there objection t the pre ·
ent cou~ideration of the re olution? 

Th t' wa · no objection. 
'l'he PEAKER pro t mpore. The que tion i on aar eing t 

the re. olution. 
The re olution wa · agr d to. 
A motion to recon ider the vote wher by the re olution was 

pa ·~ d wa.· laid on th table. 
A. NOUr'CEMEJ. T 

Mr. J H .. T 'OX of outh Dakota. l\Ir. peaker, I a k unani
mou con nt to proceed for half a minute. 

Th PEAKER pr t mpore. I · there obj tion to th re-
qu t of the g ntl man from 'outh Dakota? 

Ther wa no bjection. 
1\Ir. J HN ON f South Dakota. I have to announce that 

tb r will be a m eting in \Ya hington of the r~habilitation com
mitt f the American Legion on F bruary 1. 2. and 3 in the 
Bond Buildina, a committee of which Capt. Watson B. Miller is 
chairman. The member of the Committe on World War Vet
eran,· Legi lation have been invit d, and the l\lember of the 
Hou · are cordially invited to attend. 

MAJ. CHARLES :M. STEDM..\.X 

Mr. D TGHT X. Mr. peaker, I a k unanimous cou nt to 
pr c d for five minute . I there objection? 

Th re wa~ no objection. 
Mr. D UGHTON. Mr. peaker, I have a~ked the indulgence 

of the Hou e for a brief peri d to call attention to the fact that 
thi · i the eighty-ninth anniver..,ary or birthday of our di. tin

uLhed coli ague and b loved friend, Major TEDM.A~, of North 
arolina. 

Iajor TEDMA. and I entered thi body imultaneou ly in the 
ixty- cond Congr and have served continuou ly toaether 
inc that time. Durin' the e 19 momentou years no Memb r 

of thi body ha er\ed with greater di tinction or higher degree 
of tid lity to the public welfare than Major TEDMA~-. Neither 
ha .. ny Member contributed more to the pride, dignity, and 
honor of the Republic or rendered a finer quality of patriotic 

rvice in every en e of the word. He typifie the highest type 
of American citizen ~hip. Whether a a private or major ervin"' 
under the immortal Lee, in that unfortunate tru~ le between 
the tate ; or a an able and honored member of the bar of 
"orth arolina · or holding many high and important public 

office ' in hi native State; or as a Member of this body for o 
long n period of time, he ha by his gr at ability, courtly man
ner con cientious devoti n to duty, his a.· iduou and untiring 
en rgy rendered a ervice that has commanded national recog
nition. approval, and admiration. 

The word~ " gentleman " and " tate~man •· nr . ometime u ed 
formall;y and carele ly, but in no individual whom it has ever 
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been my privilege to know are these words more fully exempli
fied, typified, and personified than in the life of our honored 
and beloved colleague, Major STEDMAN. [Applause.] Never 
selfish or provincial in his consideration of public matters, 
never even stopping to inquire how any question would affect 
his individual welfare or district, but the only consideration by 
which he is ever guided and controlled is, Is it right and will it 
promote the general welfare? Duty is ever his guiding motive. 

I know it is deeply regretted by every Member of this body as 
well as the entire country that Major STEDMAN has decided not 
to again be a candidate for Congress. So insistent and d~ter
mined were his constituents and the country that he contmue 
his work here that he had to make three separate and emphatic 
statements tb'at he would not again be a candidate before his 
decision would be accepted and before anyone in his district 
would become a candidate to succeed him. Major STEDMAN feels 
and those nearest and dearest to him feel that be is entitled to 
a much needed rest and that it would be more conducive to his 
well-being and happiness to spend the remaining yea1:s of his 
life after the eA.rpiration of his present term among h1s North 
Carolina friends, free from the duties and responsibilities of 
public life. 

I have often heard Major STEDMAN express his deep sense of 
gratitude for the many courtesies shown him by every Member 
of this House, and especially by our able and impartial Speaker. 
He is one of the most appreciative men I have ever known. 

It is my sincere wish, as I know it is of the membersh~p of 
this House and the entire country, that health and happmess 
may be vouchsafed to you, Major STED::\:t:AN, for many years yet 
to come and that when your life's work is concluded you may 
hear a ~elcoming voice from the distant shore saying, " Come, 
ye blest of my Father, and inherit the kingdom prepared for 
you from the foundation of the world." [Applause, the Mem
bers rising.] 

Mr. STEDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to thank my friend, 
Mr. DouGHTON, for his kind words. [Applause.] 

PERMISSION TO .ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, unless the time is otherwise 

provided for, I would like to ask unanimous consent to speak 
for 45 minutes, or as much of that time as is needed, next Tues
day morning on how the attempt to make a tariff bill in 1929 
looks to one' Member of the House, and with particular refer
ence to what we are going to do about the Tariff Commission. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent that he may be permitted to address 
the House for 45 minutes next Tuesday, after the disposition of 
business on the Speaker's table. Is there objection? 

There. was no objection. 
Mr. DA VENPOR'r. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massa

chusetts [Mr. LucE] requested me to ask for 30 minutes for 
himself on that occasion, he desiring to discuss something that 
is very much germane to what I am going to say . . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LucE] may be allowed to address the House for 30 minutes 
at the conclusion of his address on Tuesday next. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I just wish to offer the suggestion that that day has been set 
aside for the Private Calendar, and we will not make much 
headway with that calendar if we take up a great deal of time. 
Would not some other day be agreeable to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. DAVENPORT. I think it might not be, because he 
wishes to talk about something germane to my discussion. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I have no desire to interfere with his 
purpose to address the House, but the Private C~lendar does 
not come up for consideration very often. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no obJection. 

WORK OF 'I'HE IT.AL!AN .ARTISTS IN THE UNITED STATES CAPITOL 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD by including a very carefully 
prepared and interesting address made by Charles E. Fairman, 
curator of art of the Capitol, before the It'illy-America Society 
of the City of Washington, on January 22, 1930. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
by printing ·an address delivered by the curator of art of the 
Capitol. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend 

my remarks in the RECORD I include the following very care
fully prepared and interesting address made by Mr. Charles E. 

Fairman, curator of art of the Capitol, before the Italy-America 
Society of the City of Washington on January 22, 1930, con
taining valuable historical information relating to the work of 
the Italian sculptors upon the United States Capitol in the year 
1806 and tracing the art development of the Capitol from that 
early date, information of such a nature that its publication 
is warranted for the purpose of the preservation of these facts 
of history never before published and constituting an im
portant addition to the history of the United States Capitol. 

The address is as follows : 
ART OF THlll ITALIAN ARTISTS IN THlll UNITED STATES CAPITOL 

Monday afternoon, February 24, 1806, cold as are all days of Febru
ary of that date, frozen ground, snow in patches by the roadside, mur
murings of the cold wind through the open spaces in the woods lining 
the roadway leading from Baltimore, Md., over this road a stagecoach 
is proceeding toward Washington. 

On this afternoon 124 years ago the stagecoach was occupied with 
four passengers from Carrara, Italy, completing a journey of 146 days 
since their departure from Leghorn, Italy, where they bad received 
their final instructions from the United States consul at their port of 
embarkation on October 1, 1805. These passengers were Giovanni 
Andrei, with his wife; Giuseppe Franzoni, with his wife; people des
tined to exert a lasting influence upon the art of the Capitol of the 
United States. 

What a disappointment awaited them as they entered the city of 
Washington, then a city in name, not in its meager population ; and 
this disappointment increased as they saw the Capitol Building, then 
consisting of a rectangular building now known as the Supreme Court 
section of the present Capitol. To the south of this plain rectangular 
building was a vacant space, that of East Capitol Street extended in 
a westerly direction; south of East Capitol Street could be seen the 
partially constructed portion of another rectangular building, intended 
to duplicate the Supreme Court section in area and cubic dimension
the future home of the Hall of the House of Representatives-destined 
to be the most beautiful ball of the entire Capitol, and now designated 
as the Statuary Hall section of the Capitol. 

The sensation of these foreign people as they contemplated the un
finished condition of the Capitol Building, and the very small settlement 
representing the Capital City, must have been one of increased disap
pointment as these conditions were contrasted with those of their home 
country, Italy, and to make matters far more embarrassing they could 
find no one who spoke the Italian language, and their inquiries were 
met with a shake of the head or a questioning shrug of the shoulder, 
and then they reflected that they were under contract to remain amid 
these crude surroundings for two years, and we may imagine that Mrs. 
Franzoni mourned for her native Italy and the little daughter left in 
the home country. 

Where was this wonderful President Jefferson of whom Philip 
Mazzei bad related so many anecdotes? Where was the Architect 
Latrobe whose letter containing so many alluring p-romises had been 
the cause of their leaving Italy to test their fortunes in this new 
country? Who was to be found who could speak the Italian language 
and tell them where they were to spend the night and where they might 
locate their home? None but those who have been alone in some city 
where their language was not understood, where people stared in open
mouthed astonishment at their questions, can properly sense the 
loneliness of these strangers in a place where they bad been given to 
understand they would be gladly welcomed. 

But it may be said by some, " these are only sculptors who have heard 
of the proposed Capitol Building and are here seeking work," and add to 
this opinion that it is very strange that they should start on such an 
adventure. " Why did not they remain at home where work was prob
ably found far more easily." But you are wrong. These people were 
not of the migratory class seeking employment. Giovanni Andrei was a 
decorative sculptor of high attainments and bad shown his ability in 
the balustrade of the high altar of the Church of St. Maria de Novella, 
of Florence. He was the brother-in-law of Giuseppe Franzoni, whom he 
had taught and in whom he bad seen develop high talent as a sculptor 
of figures. Franzoni was the son of a distinguished sculptor, the 
president of the art institute of his native city of Carrara. His uncle, 
Cardinal Franzoni, was at one time largely supported as a candidate 
for the papal office of Rome. They were far more than craftsmen of 
notable ability; they were of distinguished parentage. Why did they 
come to Washington, you may ask. It is a long story and must be 
briefl.y told. 

In the year 1773 Philip Mazzei, in company with other Italians, 
came to Virginia in the hope of introducing the cultivation of the 
grape, olive, and other Italian fruits in Albemarle County, Va. 
Mazzei, a physician of Tuscany, deeply devoted to agricnlture as well 
as fruit raising, had for a neighbor Thomas J efferson, then living at 
Shadwell, and deeply interested in agriculture and engaged in experi
mental agricultural work of which he was keeping e31reful r ecords. 
Jefferson found in Mazzei a man of ability and wise comnsel, and some 
of his farm records show attempts of the cultivatio~ of vegetables 
recorded under their Italian names, thus proving th~ assistance of 
Mazzei in his experiments. 
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It Is safe to say that art as w 11 as agriculture was discus ed by these 

frl nd , and that a.!ter the pa log of the years and the attainment to 
th Pr Jdency by J !fer n that be remembered his friend of earlier 
y ar and ugg t d to Latrobe the advtsnbillty of ecunn: the aid of 
PhUip Mnzz 1, then returned to his natlve country, ln the selection of 
artists to nld in tho d coratlon of the portion of the Capitol Building to 
b lat r occupied by the Ilou e of Repr ~entatlves. In accordance with 
th sugg tlon of Pre ld nt Jeff r on, B njnmin H. Latrobe then Archl
t ct of the Capitol, on March 0, 1805, wrote to Philip Mazzei, asking 
tor hi n, sl tance in tho selection of n d corative culptor, describing 
th work cont mplnt d, nl o a king for the election of a sculptor of 

ur s, ·p clfylng tbnt they w re to be men of good moral , single men 
pre! rr d, but tr married, tb lr families hould accompany them, pro
viding for th tr tran portation und subsi t nee at the expense of the 
GoYermn nt, and llnmlng the United tate on ul at Leghorn, Italy, as 
th official who hould rntlfy tbe election, provide trnn portation, and 
att nd to other d taU relating to their voyage to the city of Washing
ton. Two letters from Mnzzet to Latrobe, one of July 20, 1805, the 
oth r or ept<>mber 1, 1 05, are r ferr d to in the journal or letter books 
of Benj min II. Latrobe, whicb include 1 large book containing poly
graph copl s of tb lett r of Latrob , but the 1 tters from Mazzei seem 
to hnv b n lo t or mislaid, o that at be t we have but a one-sided 
vi w of the corr .·pondenc . The an wer, however, to the request that 
two sculptor be S<'nt wa the nppearnnce on February 24, 1806, of 
Andrei nnd Franzoni. 

The cl rk of the work , as the official, John Lenthnl, was named, 
n tlfi Latrobe, tb 11 nbs nt from th city upon engln erlng work then 
under hi charge in nddlUon to hi~ duties as the Architect of the Capitol, 
of the nrrlvnl of Andr I nod Fr uzonl. Th1 letter 1 dated February 25, 
1 00, to which Ln.trob replied, March 3, 1 06, stating that be will 
"trump all his Itnllon" and writ them on the following day so as to 
keep them good natured. 

In the m nnwbile Andrei and Franzoni had not been idle. Having 
locnt d ultnble cloy for mod ling they bad s t themselves at work at 
modf'lln in clay, bowing tb t they bad wert learned the le son that 
work 1 the best remedy for tb blues or homesickness. 

It is quite probable that Phlllp Mazzei bad sent by Franzoni some 
m s.sn to hl form r friend Jetterson, for we find that Franzoni called 
upon rr sid nt J tt r on and left some article of marble ns a present, 
no doubt feeling that this wn but a prop r evidence of his respect to 
on who hnd be n uch a warm friend in former years of Philip 
Mazzei. The r ply of Pr ld nt Jetterson explains far better than any 
tran crlpt or th 1 ttl'r the altitude of the Pr id nt toward his Italian 
vl.ltor. The lett r Iii as follows: 

WA BlNGTON, March !, 1B06. 
'm: I did not under tnnd untll told so by the servant at the door 

tllnt tb article of marble which you bad left here were intended as 
pre · uts to me. Be ns urcd that I receive this mark of your good will 
n thankfully as if I could accept of it, but I have laid it down as a law 
to myself to accept no pre nts of value while I am in public office, and 
ndhcr nee to thl.i rule is nee nry for the tranquillity of my own mind 
and it is ncce ary for the publlc good. 

The e motives can not foil to m et your approbation and to justify 
my r qne t that you receive the objects back again, and with the same 
thanks for the otrer as if I bad retained them. Be assured that I shall 
avall my lf of ev~ry occ ion of being us ful to you, and accept my 
snlutntlons. 

Tnows JunnsoN. 
l\1:1'. FRANZONI. 

i'b otter of us fulu s do s not s em to be the simple use of a well
pine d pbrn e, tor we find that on March 5, 1807, the Pre.ldent writes 
Mr. l•'ranzonl a follow : 

"Thoma Jetter on lnfot·m Ir. Franzoni that be had Inquiry made 
tuto tb ubject or bls two statues, and be now incloses him the Infor
mation fr m the collector of Baltimore. By this he will perceive that to 
olltnln a more proper apprai ement Mr. Franzoni must appoint an ap
pt·at ·er and the collector another, who will estimate them on such evi
d nee as Mr. Franzoni can give of their value ; bot be will ee that there 
l no time to be lost a they are advertl d to be sold on the 12th 
instant. It Mr. Franzoni need further information., he had better wait 
on Mr. Duvel with no interpreter. Mr. Jetterson salutes Mr. Franzoni 
with e teem." 

It would inde d be inter tlng it it were possible to learn the fate 
of the statue advertl d to be sold on March 12, 1807, or to know the 
subj cts of the "artlcl s of marble" declined b;y President Jefferson in 
hi note of March 2, 1 06. So llttle is reall;y known on this subject 
th. t there s ms to be no clue by which these objects may be traced. 

I do not think, however, that tb rc can be any doubt but that Presi
dent Jetter on was a tnncb friend of Giuseppe Franzonl. It is 
claimed by ome of his d cendants that he was a frequent visitor at the 
Wblte Hou e and often dined on Sunday evenings with President Jeffer
son, and that Mrs. Franzoni was given a silver sugar dish made as a 
ap clnl order from President Jerterson for a Christmas present tor 
Mrs. Giuseppe Franzoni, and that the same has been deposited for exhl
bltlon purposes in the museum of the Philadelphia. Historical Societ;y. 

These statements are related in order that 1t may be known to what 
extent the claim Is made of the friendship of Pre !dent Jefferson. 

I have given considerable_ space to the historical facts concerning 
Giuseppe Franzoni for the reason that of the two sculptors his part 
seems to be the most prominent. Unfortunately, bls works were de
stroyed by the fire when the Capitol was captured by the British August 
24, 1 14, with this exception : In the vestibule entrance to the law 
library of the Supreme Court there are six columns known as the corn
stalk columns, referred to by Latrobe as the work of Franzoni. These 
columns e caped damage by the flre of 1814, and while they are from 
a design by Latrobe they were executed by Giuseppe Franzoni. It is 
known that Franzoni was the sculptor of a statue of Liberty in the 
Hall of the Hou e of Representatives destroyed in August, 1814, and 
that there were also in the gallery of this Hall, or on the gallery front, 
figures representing agriculture, art, science, and commerce. The small 
models of these figures were sent to Charles Willson Peale for an exhi
bition at the Pennsylvania Academy of the Fine Arts in 1808, as shown 
by a letter from B. H. Latrobe to Peale, dated December 10, 180 , from 
which the following extract states: 

" • • • I send to the Academy of Arts four boxes containing the 
four figures-agriculture, art, science, and commerce--which are sculp
tured in alto-relievo over the entrance of the Hall of Representatives here. 
They occupy 25 feet in length in the original and are rather larger than 
life. • • • The e are the original small models. • • •." 

I have been unable to find any record of the exhibition of these 
model or of the exhibition of 1808-9 in which these models were 
probably exhibited. Surely they must have aroused interest, for in the 
year 1 0 Giuseppe Franzoni, according to the estimate of Latrobe, was 
the leading sculptor in the United States. 

Giuseppe Franzoni died in Washington, D. C., Thursday, April 6, 1815, 
leaving a widow and six children surviving him. 

Thus far but llttle has been aid of Giovanni Andrei, the brother-in
law and companion of Giuseppe Franzoni on their voyage to the United 
States in 1806. It appears that at first the Franzoni and Andrei 
famUie were quartered 1n a house where each family bad two rooms 
and a common kitchen for their joint use. The letters of Latrobe, 
whenever reference occur to the two colptors, fail to disclose anything 
tending to show that the house was too small or that the !am111es 
disagreed. 

There had been for some time a tendency on the part of Latrobe to 
complain concerning the length of time taken to complete the work 
planned for the completion of the Hall of Representatives, and the e 
complaints relnted particularly to the work of .Andrei, whom be char
acterized as tbe slowest sculptor he had ever known, stating that his 
models h.ad co t the Government more than the works executed in 
marble. Latrobe resigned in 1811, but was recalled after the fire of 
1 14 to superintend the reconstruction ot the two wings and the con
struction of the central portion of the Capitol. Andrei was sent to 
Italy by the Government to procure the carving of the Corinthian 
capitals, now surmounting the columns of Breccia marble in the Statuary 
Hall section of the Capitol, formerly, and until 1 57, tbe Hall of the 
House of Repre entatives. His vi it to Italy is referred to in an article 
publi bed in the Florence Gazette of July 28, 1816, as a letter from 
Carrara, Italy, as follows : 

"The Duchess Marla Beatrice while visiting numerous studios in this 
city was charmed by the beautiful work being done under the per. onal 
direction of Signor Andrei for the Capitol of the United States. The 
work i being done by Me srs. Franzoni and Ca oni ; Andrei, no Italian, 
is at present domiciled in the United States and bas returned to Italy 
tor a period of nine months to have created 24 column caps for the main 
salon of the new CapitoL" 

The return of Andrei in 1816 was signalized by the introduction of two 
more Italian sculptors brought here by .Andrei under the authority s;iven 
him to secure additional helpers ln the work of the Capitol. 'Carlo 
Franzoni, a younger brother of Giuseppe, and Franci co Iardella, said 
to have been a cousin of tile Fra.nzonis and who evidenced his intere t 
in the small Italian colony by his marriage to Camilla. Franzoni, the 
widow of Giuseppe, a former sweetheart of Carrara who bad preferred 
the then prosperous Giuseppe. The six children did not seem to prove a 
barrier to his affections, and Camilla bles cd the marriage by the addi
tion of a daughter and six sons to the household of Iardella. 

The work of lardella, so tar as has been recognized in the Capitol, 
is confined to his tobacco capitals in the small rotunda just north of 
the main rotunda of the Capitol. The arrangement of the leaves and 
blossoms is somewhat conventional, but the work is given marked credit 
by Latrobe, November 5, 1816, in a letter to Thomas Jetrerson. then 
at Monticello, in which he refers to the change in the staircn~ e for
merly existing in this space and badly injured by the wooden canopy 
or '"lanthorn" fnlllng and burning the stairs so thnt tile removal was 
necessary. The Rotunda was created with a resemblance to the Clep· 
sydra or temple of the winds, forming a circular colonnade with 16 col· 
umns and tobacco capitals supporting a dome, the capitals being an 
approach to the Corinthian order ot architecture In a chamber of the 
Ionic order. Speaking of Iardella, Latrobe writes: 

"Inrdella, a sculptor who has just arrived, bas made an admlrnble 
model for execution in which he has well preserved the botanical cba.r-
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acter of the plant, although it has beea necessary to enlarge the pro
portion of the flowers to the leaves and arrange them in clusters of 
three." 

The tobacco capitals are thus identified as the work of Francisco 
Iardelia ; other work was merged into the general decorations of the 
building so that the identity has been lost. Andrei found ample op
portunity for his employment in the capitals of the columns of the east 
central portico, and it is probable that much of the work of Iardella 
is also represented in these capitals. After Andrei bad died in 1824 
an approp1·iation was passed providing funds for the return of his wife 
to Italy, and it is stated that she made her home in Florence during the 
remainder of her life. She was the only one of the eight who came to 
Washington to return to Italy for a residence. 

With this brief reference to the work of the two decorative sculptors, 
Andrei and Iardella, it is now important to give attention to the work 
of other artists employed at the Capitol during the period of its 
restoration under Latrobe. It should be understood that the intent of 
the British to destroy the Hall of the House of Representatives seemed 
to be greater than that shown in the destruction of the other section, 
now lmown as the Supreme Court section. The central portion of the 
Capitol-the Rotunda-bad not been commenced at this time, and the 
two sections were connected by a walk more than 100 feet in length. 
Much inflammable material was brought from the Supreme Court section, 
then the Senate wing of the Capitol, and added to the huge pile of 
papers, books, and other material on the floor of the Hall of the Rouse 
of Representatives. This material in burning produced such an intense 
beat that all the carving of the capitals of the columns, all the relief 
work of Giuseppe Franzoni, including his immense eagle on the frieze of 
the Hall, with its outstretched wings measuring 12 feet and 6 inches 
from tip to tip; his statue of liberty, a seated statue 9 feet in height; 
his four statues in high relief occupying 25 feet on the frieze, were 
destroyed, and the columns, frieze, and all of the stonework in Acquia 
Creek sandstone so badly injured that it bad to be removed and replaced 
with new material. The replacement gave capitals of Italian marble, 
columns of breccia marble, and a new frieze of Acquia Creek sandstone 
replaced the old frieze. In addition to this, the form of the Hall was 
changed from a quadrilateral abutting on two half circles, to the semi
circular hall with its half-dome roof in the practically same condition 
as we find in Statuary Hall of to-day. It was in this Hall that Giuseppe 
Valaperti carved his eagle with its wings wide spread as though brood
ing over the Hall with a spirit of protection. It was in this Hall that 
Carlo Franzoni, the gifted younger brother of Giuseppe Franzoni, 
created his Car of History, a group with the Goddess of History standing 
in the chariot of time recording on the tablets the occurrences of the 
legislators in the Hall below, one of the most direct appeals ever made 
to a legislative body in the presentation of the fact that history is 
recording all that may be said, and it may also be stated that history 
also records those acts which are not expressed but should be in the 
interests of the people by whom they have been selected to serve. 

It was in this Hall that Pietro Bonanni decorated the half-dome ceil
ing in a pattern said to have been suggested by the dome of the 
Pantheon in Rome, showing a craftsmanship so dexterous in the handling 
of light and shade that the cassions seemed to be in actual relief and 
intaglio, creating an impression so realistic that those familiar with 
this ceiling which remained until 1902--wben it was replaced in fire
proof material copying the original design-that until one bad placed 
their band upon this old ceiling it was not believable that the cunning 
of the artist could produce such a sensation of actual relief. 

'l'be work of Bonanni has gone but his ability as an artist is proven 
by his portrait of Carlo Franzoni, now in the office of the Architect of 
the Capitol. This portrait was presented to the office of the architect 
by a great-grandson, Dr. Charles H. Franzoni, of this city. Bonanni 
ilied in Washington, D. C., in 1820. Carlo Franzoni died in this city in 
1810. His Car of History is believed to be the oldest example of the art 
of the statuary sculptor in any public building in this city. Sculptors 
of all schools readily accord it the high place in art, which it richly 
deserves. 1 

The career of Giuseppe Valaperti is shrouded in mystery. It does not 
seem that there is much known of his life prior to his coming to this 
city some time in 1816. Latrobe and Thornton seem to have been im
pressed with his ability and speak well of his talents in letters ad
dressed to Nathaniel Macon, who bad requested advice concerning a 
sculptor to execute a statue of Washington for the State Capitol of 
North Carolina. The only work completed in this city of a public char
acter is his eagle now on the frieze of the south side of Stl\.tuary Hall. 
He seems to have been moody in temperament, and possibly somewhat 
insane. He disappeared on March 4, 1817, and no subsequent trace of 
him was ever discovered. His unexplained absence for a long time prob
ably was determined by the probate court of this city as proof of death, 
and his will was admitted to probate, his personal belongings appraised 
and sold at auction and the proceeds forwarded to bis wife, Pi.linetta 
Valapet·ti, living at the time of the settlement of his estate near Genoa, 
Italy. 

Among other personal belongings were portrait busts in miniature of 
celebrities of his time. It would be interesting if it might be learned 
from what source his material was obtained to create these ti.n.y ex-

amples of the sculptor's art. It may be possible that the subjects por
trayed sat for their portraits, and it may be that he created these 
examples of his skill as a modeler from published works by St. Memin, 
who had executed in profile portraits of a large number of those who 
were prominent in the affairs of the country at a period prior to that 
in which Valaperti lived in Washington. 

The records of the probate court furnish many interesting facts relat
ing to the two Franzonis, Andrei, Iardella, Bonanni, and Valaperti. 
Evidently the practice was as though between neighbors, for Washington 
was a small city at that time. 

The passing of Valaperti in 1817, of Carlo Franzoni in 1819, of Pietro 
Bonanni in 1820, of Giovanni Andrei in 1824, and of Francisco Iardella 
in 1831 seemed to end the influence that Carrara had held in the direc
tion of art expression in the Capitol. Other artists of Italian birth
Cappalano, of Florence; Causici, of Verona; and Persico, of Naples, who 
did not measure up to the high standards attained by the artists of the 
Capitol from Carrara-found employment at the Capitol. While it is 
true that Persico executed the Statues of Peace and War in the grand 
portico of the east-central entrance, also the Discovery Group of the 
south blocking of the entrance stairs and the group in the pediment, 
seemingly inadequate in composition and in execution. Lacking in the 
conception of a theme suited for the prominent place occupied, it is 
equally true that in the mental equipment for thinking out a suitable 
design or emblem to be expressed in the art of the sculptor, neither 
Persico, Cappalano, or Causici were PO!>Sessed of the inspiration which 
lifts sculpture from the place of craftsmanship to the higher plane of 
genius. The work of Cappalano in the Preservation of Captain John 
Smith by Pocahontas, the Landing of the Pilgrims by Enrico Causici, 
and the fight of Daniel Boone with the Indians by the same artist are 
unworthy examples of the attempt to Americanize Italian art for the pur-
poses of decorative sculpture. It may be these artists were employed to 
do exactly the works they executed and that they were done under 
protest, but, if so, their protest should have been so effective that these 
works would not be found in a building like our National Capitol. 

Cill'delli, an Italian SC'Illptor who was employed about the Capitol 
during the period of the twenties, in his letters, sold at auction only 
a few years since, blames Bulfinch, the Architect of the Capitol, 
for his short-sighted attitude toward the decorative art of the Capitol 
during the time of the erection of the rotunda section of the Capitol 

From the completion of the Capitol in 1828, until the work of the 
extensions of the Capitol by the additions of the Senate and House 
wings of the Capitol, art decorations slumbered, except that Greenough 
added his rescue group to the north blocking of the staircase leailing 
to the central portico, and a seated figure of Washington intended 
for the rotunda, and, finally, after its erection, removed to the east 
plaza of the Capitol and later removed to the Smithsonian Institution. 
Uriah Levy bad given to the Congress a bronze statue of Jefferson by 
the gifted statuary sculptor, David d'Angers, and this statue after its 
erection in the rotunda was removed to the east grounds of the 
White House, where it remained until 187 4, when it was again erecte;I 
in the rotunda. Some paintings bad been purchased, but until the 
addition of the wings of the Senate and House the art of the sculptor 
seems to have been forgotten. 

With the addition of the extensions to the Capitol a new era dawned 
and a new appreciation was shown toward the art of the scupltor. 
America at this time bad no sculptors of the first rank. Of course, 
we clainr Powers, Crawford, Rogers, and others as American artists, 
but they Peceived their art education in Italy. Their thoughts were 
Italian ; their art expressions were in terms of Italian art ; they were 
loyal to the United States but their ideals were those of Italy. Powers 
tried to escape, but his examples were only the exact copies of nature 
expressed with the dexterity and skill of 'the Italian carver of figures. 

With the progress of the erection of the Senate and House wings 
Italian sculptors came to Washington in large numbers; some were 
employed in decorative sculpture-this and the carving of the capitals 
of the columns of which there were many in the different portions of 
the Capitol. The marble balustrade afforded employment for other 
carvers, while the pediment of the Senate wing, with its sculptural 
decorations designed by Crawford, gave work to the best. of these 
foreign artists. Employed on the figures of the sculpture of the Senate 
pediment were Guido Butt!, Tommasso Gagliardi, Francis Vincenti, and 
Casoni, whose names appear on the pay rolls and vouchers of the late 
fifties. 

It is to Tomasso Gagliardi that we are indebted for the bust of 
Thomas Crawford in the north corridor gallery floor of the St'nate wing 
of the Capitol. Gagliardi is described by one of the apprentices as the 
most famous carver of all. His life was a romance embracing in his 
wanderings many countries. He was associated with Larkin G. Mead 
in the construction of the Lincoln Monument at Springfield, Ill. Butti 
was described as the most versatile of all, being an excellent designer 
and modeler as well as a sculptor of distinction. His work on the 
archway of the entrance on Eighth Street to the Post Office Building 
is a work of a high order. The original models are in the Pennsylvania 
Academy of Fine Arts in Philadelphia. Vincenti is the author of the 
two busts of Indians, Be-sbeck-ke and Aysb-ke-bah-ke-ko-sbay in the 
east corridor of the gallery floor of the Senate wing. In this same 
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cor.-ldor ts the bust ot Gnrlbnldl, by Glu ppe Mart gana, pre ented to 
tb 'tmn to hy th Italian 'ocl ty of Washington, at a time when Doctor 
V rcll waa promln<'nt in the ntrairs of the ·oclety. fartegana wllB not 
employed nt th . 'npltol and lnrormatlou conce1·ning him bn not been 
found. 

Whlll' th work ex ut cl by the arll t named may not eem to have 
at~ bl •h n II ~t·t-' of m l'lt a that po ·s d by th fir t Itnllans en""nged 
upon th . art wot·ks or thl" apitol, th artistic balance was regained 
in the mltlllle ftrtle with the advent of Con tan.ttno Brumidi who .. e 
c•onnN't ton with th mural dceot·ation of tb Capitol lasted for nearly 
a quul't •r or a c ntury. Brumidi and hi work may em more clo ly 
Tl'latl(l to the art lite of ~ o hington for th rea on that ha,·lnrr be n 
in 11 lltlcal dl. favor Jn Rome, tnterce ion wa made for his relen e 
n n polltl ~1 prison r coupl d wltb the pet•ml sion to leave Italy for 
thl' UultC'd tntl's. This cone s ion wa gl'tlnted through the infimmce 
oC 1onl'lgnor JolHhNorrlR at that tim attachro to the Vatican, and 
wbo acc•ompnnled llrumllll to Nt'W York and thence to Washington. 
Brum\<11 p int d portrall for m mber~:- of the Norris family in 'ew 
York, nod for m mb •r of the Joyc family iu Washington, nnd com
menc d hi work ln the 'npltol by th d comtion of a committee room 
thro occupl d by th IJOUI~ 'ommftt(> on Agrlcultut·e, nnd now by one 
of lht• nllc mmlt t •e ot the Ilou e Com mitt on Appropriations. It i 
to ht• l'l'gl' ttl•d that thl11 fir ·t xample of the work of Brumidi, and as 
clnlmt•tl by Bt'llmltlf. th first example ot "real fresco" in the United 
~tnt :;, ~;twuhl occupy n room wh >re but f w can examine it and where 
It 1 lll'\l'r l'Cil hy th genl.'l'l\1 public. 

Annther I'XttmJll of the work in fr a o by Bt·umldl i to be found in 
th ;out hwe. t conw1· on tll wall of the House of R pre entatives, and 
with t hi r •fer uc' n t w wot•d of I'Xplunn tion arc needed. At the 
tim<' uf th tlr.'~t ot•cupnncy of 111<' pr s •ut IInll of the Ilou e of Repre
k ntutivl's, the con'trucUon of th win~ of the npltol Building wer 
\lltdt•r the (•!large ot the cr lary ot War, who appointed a uperln
t nth•nt of conatruclion 'apl. Montgom ry . M igH, an engineer omc r, 
n Wt-:;t Point r, by no m nns deficient In s If- .-te m, nnll a man who 
dltl fiJj; own thinking and form d his own conclu ion . aptaln ..teigs 
onwtlmcs wi1-1rly not! mt>tlmN; unwll>cly formulttt<'d piau for both the 

intel'lor uud the t•.· t<>rior decor tlon of the 'upltol. ne of hi ideas 
wn!l that th Rhk Wt\111-j or thl' Ilnll o{ the House or R<'pre. cntativ s 
houltl Ill' dt• ornt 11 by paintings of n hiHtoric cbnructer, so that the 

1 ~lt-~lntor~ might he confront •u with hi:torlc pnintiog illu trating 
lmnortnnt ~v nt~ In the history of the nlt.ed tate., and with tbi:; end 
fn vh·w nco\ll'llgl'll Brumidi to pniut upon n pnn 1 In the outbwe t 
cot·nt•t' or tile IInll a plctur entitled: " 'orowalll ue for a ce sation 
ot ho. tllltiP und r n 1lng of trur ," nnd th n n · a touch of defiance to 
thf' !"now-Nothing Pnrt~· with Uwlr logan, "Americ•n for A.m(>rican ," 
sign tl thl~:~ work "C. Brumidi, American cltlz n.'' 

'J'ht• tlf'W Ilnll or the ITou. <' of R<>pr •s ntntlv<>. wn. first occupied as n 
le •lslntlv chamb r on l>t' mb r 10, 1 57. On D cember 14 Captain 
Mt>IKH r <· lv d nn anonymou1:1 1 t ter Informing him that a par·ty was 
Clrgnnfzlng to Sl cure his n•moval from th po. it ion of uperlntcndent or 
th Cnpltol Building nnd that the painting on the wall wa univer ally 
condemn d, th sulljt>ct I con ld red inappropriate, and the execution 
<'X<'Ct·alJll', in vi w oC all ot which he recommends that the painting be 
wlJ)(>II out. 

Among otil r qualitl ot a commendable character, Captain :Meigs 
po . •·· . (l() ull of thl' qualltl ·ntlon of a high-grade office man. 
mno•1g m nt th •re were uo " crap of pap r" to be dl' troy d and hi 
conHrl nee would not pf!rmlt him to con ·l"n to the waste basket nn 
unfrl nllly •rlt.iciam. Ilatll.'nt and long suffering, be con.tdcrt'd such 
v nt · a n part or th dulles ot hi office, nud carefully folding the 

1 tl r In Aultnul tdz for filing, he wrote on the out t' told as follow : 
"One of many intllcntlonf!. Th pictur i n "'OOd as could be painted 

in elx WI' k • It . how what the lrect ot painting on the punels will 
b , and that 1 an I lnt ndl•<l. It co t llttle, nud I have not the lea t 
ohjt ction or ll bctt r plclurc b ing by CongrNl. put over it. but lt wa 
th b st thnt could b done ut tile tim , and I hnd no more Ume ut my 
dlsp nl. 

"¥· c. ::U.'' 
Whll ongresA hn~~ not sc m <1 favorably di po ·ed to bnving tbe re-

mulnlng panels filled with pniutlngs, this l'xnmple of tlte wot·k of 
Brumidi ltn t·emulned In pluc for 'nearly tbr -quarters of n century 
nntl th chall~~nge to suhl!equent mural <lecorators to excel this 'vork 
still r •mains without ace pt uc . 

\Vi thin the pn. t two ycnrs the art curator wa callt>d upon by a 
pnlntt>r of Ill tinction, on who e name Is well known, but it mny be 
bt'tll't' not to <llvul • the name of one who was not . peaking for pub
llentlon. This paint r expr • s d Wmsclt ns being favorably lmpres ed 
with thl mural d corntlon by Brumidi, and nft<'r being told all of the 
rh·cum. tnnc uruler which It was painted on the wall, and the ad
V!'t'.t' rr-ltlCIHm of th anonymous critic in 1 :>7, mlllngly replied: 

"I nm n painter by prof 'SRi on; I have stud I d fre. coe carefully for 
nu.tuy Y<'nr . and n a rNntlt or my knowledg on the subjl'ct I wlllingly 
sttttl' lba t this Is the Ul'St example of fresco painting I have found in 
tb~ Unltt•t.l tatl' ." 

But the reputation of Brumidi docs not rest upon this example of his 
work. Hi mo t ambitious composition l his Apeothesi of Washing
ton, pnlnted in the canopy or the rotunda, sometimes spoken o! as the 
t>ye of the dome. In this work he has idealized Washington to the 
dignity of a mythological per. onage and has urrounded him with 
adoring "roup~. ymbolizing th thirteen original States. It may be a 
step too far toward the mythology of other age , but the daring con
ception and the knowledge to paint group for ob ervation at a great 
di tance bows hi ability to judge of etrect as ceo from the tloor 
of the rotunda. Other important work includt>d the decoration of the 
room now occupied a n committee room by the enate Committee on 
Appropriation., in which the lunette are decoratt:'d with scenes illus
trating important events in the Revolutionary War. 

In the c paintings he has touched a high mark ln the excellency ot 
mural decorations of his period, or for that matter, any period. IIi 
compo ·ition ar full of the spirit of action and his coloring strong 
and marked with n refinement that empha. izes the artist who works 
for the joy of creating something of lasting benuty rather than to~ 
the purpo e of the transformation of his ettorts into a matter of pe
cuniary recompen e. The office of the Sergeant at Arms of the ennte 
and the committee room of the enate Com~ittee on the Dl. trict of 
Columbia were al o decorated by Brumidi, but hi gr ate ·t triumph of 
hi art as a mural painter may lle found in the Pre idcnt's room in 
the Senate wing of the Capitol. In this room on the side wulls are 
creditable portrait of the members of the fir t Cabinet of President 
Washington, and In the ceiling may be found portraits of Columbo , 
\"('~puclu , Franklin, and Brewster, and in ceiling circles of good . ize 
are groups of which religion and liberty eem to be the mo t attractive. 
The ·ide wall are also decorated with narrow pnnels of floral design 
interspersed with a multitude of small independent decorations, some 
related, otb r holding their placl' by that rare charm of b auty which 
in It t>lf furnishes an ample excu e for its place in the decorative 
cheme of this wonderful room. 

Following Brumidi, the tide of preference swing again to the art 
of the sculptor as a repre entation of the part Italy hns had In the 
continuance of the art work of the Capitol. In this connection th~ 
mot conspicuous in tance is the work of Gaetano Trentanovl', the 
·culptor of the statue of Marquette, the French explorer who valiantly 
cart'led the cro s through bl period of di covery lu tbe Middle West 
Rection of t11l country long year, before the bil'th of the United 

tate., and whose enrly life period i only exc eded by that of the 
representative from Mn achusett , Winthrop, and Williams of Rbode 
I.-land, both of whom w re born prior to the year 1600. 

Dantn odlnt. one of the later Italian sculptors, is repr ented in 
tatuary Hall by the statue of J. M. L. Curry, diplomat, oldier, and 

statesman. odini, as well as Trentanove, are residents of Florence. 
Italy, the city of which Antonio Cappelano, one of the sculptor· of the 
period marked by the work in the rotunda, al o claim d as his home. 

The Ia t of the trio of modern Italian sculptor to find a place ror 
W:,! work in Statuary Hall, where are now a s mbll'd 5 tatues, is 
Pompeo Coppini, who claims Moglia In the Province of Mantua, a his 
birthplace. He wn , however, educated in the Academy of Fine Arts in 
Florence, and executed many important commi sions in portrait sculp
ture previous to coming to the United States. Mr. Copplni should 
b.":Dow something of our Capital City, as he was an as i taut to the 
. ·culptor llinton Perry in the Jeptune Fountain fronting the Library of 
Congre~··· 

In this somewhat hurried referenee to the work of the Italian artists 
in the Gnited States Capitol Building it is well to remember that while 
in point of numbers the work of other artists may outnumber that of 
the Italian arti ts, in point of influence and excellence tile work of 
other arti 'ts have had an inspiring les.con in the contemplation of the 
work of the ·e pioneers, who freely gave of them. elve in the foundation 
work of the art i.mpul ·es of the Capitol of tbis now great Republic, not 
that they loved the land of' their birth les but because tbey loved to 
give of what was abundant in Italy to this new country so much in 
need of arti tic in plration. 

One of the incident.· of kindly interest shown by Italy in the United 
• tate:-: occurred in 1 65, when the Roman citizen~ ent to Allruhnm Lin
coln a jagged, antique stone (from the Federal City, by S. D. Wyeth) 
containing a Latin in cription which freely translated is a. follows: 
" To Abraham Lincoln, Pre.·id nt for the second term of the United 

tates, this stone from the wall of Servius Tullius has bet>n sent by 
the Roman citjzens in order that the memory of freedom's champion 
might be joined with that of the Roman citizens." 

Thl stone reaclted the White Rouse shortly after the ns.·a slnnt1on 
of Pre..;ident Lincoln, and wa ordered to be placed in the Capitol, where 
it remained In the crypt until the net of July 14, 1870, transferred it 
to the po e. ion of the Lincoln Memorial A. ociatlon at pringfield, 
Ill., for the purpo,e of being placed ln the monument then being erected 
to the memory of Abraham Lincoln. 

Servius Tullius was the sixth King of Rome and reigned 44 years, 
from 57 to 534 B. C. He extended the boundarle of the city or 
Rome nnd surrounded it with a wnll of defense. While hi reign wns 
uot marked by any great milftary exploits, be sbowed n deep interest in 
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the welfare of the common people, whose rights be endeavored to secure 
by just law. The constitution of Servius Tullius was regarded by the 
Romans as the basis of their civil and political institutions, and the 
Plebians especially regarded him as the great protector of their order. 

SUPPLEMENTAL BEPORT 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the printing of supplemental report No. 3, Part II, on H. R. 6, 
a bill to amend the definition of oleomargarine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent to file a supplemental report on H. R. 6. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
L9.ANS TO FARMERS 

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the subject of 
emergency seed, feed, fertilizer loans, and so forth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, those of us from 

the storm-stricken areas of the Southern States are doing every
thing humanly possiple to secure an additional authorization so 
the Secretary of Agriculture can make loans this year for the 
purchase of seed, fertilizers, feed, and so forth, the same as was 
done last year. Many farmers in my section and throughout the 
South paid up their loans last year even though they had little 
or no money left for the use of themselves and their families. 
They have had very heavy rains again, and many are in as 
much need of financial help as ever. 

Some of those in control of this legislation are urging that 
there is only slight need for these loans and that only $3,000,000 
should be made available. This is not at all sufficient. At least 
$6,000,000 should be made available, and I feel that 10uch more 
could be used advantageously. In fact, I have introduced a bill 
to make available the sum of $50,000,000 to be loaned for these 
purposes wherever and whenever the Secretary of Agriculture 
determines that an emergency exists. 

Day before yesterday before the House Committee on Irriga
tion and Reclamation where the land settlement bill is being 
considered, and also on yesterday when these emergency loans 
were being discussed at a conference of Members and Senators 
in the Senate committee room on agriculture and forestry, I 
pointed out that last year the Government got $43 out of the 
tobacco grown in the United States every time the farmer got 
$28 out of the sale price of his tobacco. In other words, by rea
son of the various taxes on manufactured tobacco, the Govern
ment gets nearly twice as much as the farmer from a crop of 
tobacco. Then it is suggested that the farmer is asking too 
much from his Government. 

The United States Department of Agriculture, upon requ.est, 
reports that last year the farmers of the United States received 
for the entire crop of tobacco the sum of $285,583,000 in round 
numbers and that the United States Government received from 
the same crop in taxes on cigars, cigarettes, chewing tobacco, 
and so forth, the grand total of $434,444,543. . 

In asking for a loan of $6,000,000 the farmers are in effect 
saying to their Government, " We want to borrow back only $1 
out of every $72 that you made out of our last year's crop. We 
are not asking for a gift, but only for a loan of this small 
amount to help the Government make again this year more by 
nearly twice out of the farmer crop of tobacco than the farmer 
gets himself for all his labor and expenses." Then the Gov
ernment-Oh, the shame of it-says to these farmers, "No, the 
Government can not afford to loan you $1 out of every $72 that 
we received out of your tobacco crop, but we may grudgingly 
loan you $1 out of every · $144 that we received out of your 
tobacco crop last year." 

This same Government says that it is helping the farmer solve 
his problems, and yet by the Federal farm loan system it is 
selling the farmers land and turning him and his family out 
because he can not pay his interest, when the Government is 
getting nearly twice s s much as the farmer gets out of his crop 
of tobacco. Then, again, it must be remembered that the amount 
that the farmer gets is gross and not net. Ofttimes the farmer 
does not get actual expenses. So it is that the Government 
gets anywhere from one to a thousand times as much as the 
farmer gets net out of the farmer's crop. 

Much is ~aid about the wonderful farm relief bill which was 
passed last spring to create a fund of $500,000,000 to loan to 
the farmers, and ~·et the Government got out of the farmer's 
tobacco crop last year nearly as much as was authorized in the 
farm loan act. This money, provided in the farm loan act, is 
not donated to the farmer but is to be loaned to him, and is 
to be repaid with interest. 

I am not unmindful of the fact that the purpose of the so
called farm relief act of last year is to stabilize prices. Xhe 

thing that I have always feared, and now fear, is that the prices 
of tobacco and cotton will be stabilized so low, until the average 
price will be below the average price without the law. 

I have heard several men argue at great length that the farm 
relief act is a wonderful piece of legislation. There is no use 
arguing this to the farmers of the Nation. The price he receives 
for his farm products will be all the argument he will care 
for. No amount of statistics will convince him that a low and 
unfair price for his cotton is farm relief. You can not con
vince the farmer that the Farm Board is <loing wonders for 
him when his tobacco is selling for less than it costs to produce 
it and the Government is getting twice as much as he gets out 
of his tobacco. The farmer will know whether the farm act 
helps him or not, and no one need try to tell him. 

Ordinarily, I do not quote statistics, because they are so dry; 
but I wish to quote just another item. In the year 1919 the 
farmers got out of their entire tobacco crop the sum of $570,-
858,000, and the Government received in taxes only $206,003,002.· 
In other words, 11 years ago the farmer got nearly three times 
as much as the Government out of the tobacco crop, and last 
year the situation was changed and the Government got nearly 
twice as much as the farmer out of the entire tobacco crop. 

I thought it might not be amiss to say this much in an humble 
effort to show that the Government can well afford to make 
the small emergency loans now desired by these very farmers 
out of whose labor the Government is making so much. 

Frankly, is any headway being made with farm relief legis
lation? Eleven years ago out of every four dollars received by 
the farmer and the Government the farmer got three and the 
Government only one; now the Government gets about two 
and a half every time the farmer gets less than a dollar and a 
half. 

This leaves out the consideration of the enormous and 1lncon
scionable profits of middlemen and the manufacturers of ciga
rettes, and so forth. But I shall not pursue the s_ubject further 
at this time. I only wanted to submit this additional plea for 
the farmers of the Nation, and especially for those of the 
Southeastern States in the storm-stricken and flooded sections. 

CALIFORNIA AND THE DffiiGIBLE BASE 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to print in the RECORD a letter from the Acting Sec
retary of the Navy in relation to the location of a dirigible base 
with a report that has been authorized to be printed this morn
ing, with certain comments thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
by printing a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy rela
tive to the location of a dirigible base, with certain comments 
relative to the same. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, under authority 

granted to me to print as a part of a special report some infor
mation concerning the proposed location of a dirigible base in 
California by the House of Representatives, I have been advised 
by the parliamentarian that such permission can not be granted 
by unanimous consent for the reason there is an existing law 
which gives to the Joint Committee on Printing the privilege of 
regulating matters of this kind. Therefore, I am submitting 
gracefully to the decision rendered. 

I shall at a later date attempt t~ prove conclusively that the 
location of a dirigible base close to the shore of the Pacific 
Ocean would be an unwise policy for the reason it would be the 
first object of attack in case of war, and that the conditions 
from the standpoint of f.ogs, air currents, and changes in tem
perature would be similar to that which now exists at Lake
hurst, which make such a location very undesirable. 

ELECTION OF A MEMBER TO THE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk's desk a reso
lution, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecti
cut offers a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House Resolution 138 

Resolved, That RoBERT R. BUTLER, of Oregon, be, and be is hereby, 
elected a member of the standing Committee on Pensions. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
WILLIAM M'KINLEY 

The SPEAKER pro ·teml)ore. Under the special order of the 
House, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McCLINTOCK] is recog
nized for 15 minutes. [ADplause.] 

Mr. McCLINTOCK of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, Indies and gentle
men of the House, 87 years ago to-day in the little town of 
Niles, Ohio, in a building which served the double purpose of 
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n r ~ ldeuc and n country tor , wn born that great American, 
Wlllllun McKinley. [Allpluu e.] 

After ntt ndlng 111 public ·llool of ht · community, and 
after .· rving u n . ol<li 1' for hi country, he returned to his 
hom ommunity and eut r <1 the academy at Poland and later 
'tudi •d lnw. At the n..,.e of 24 y ar.' h c m to my home city 
of tu\ton, l1to, after b lug ndmitted to the bnr to practice law 
in ltio, to •ngng in tll general practi c of th law. 

1'h iln;t luw.·uit h tr1 d wn • tried in the village of .~.~avarre 
in n barn. Pitt •d uguin.t him wa · tb mo t minent lawy r 
oe Rtnrl< ouuty, ·william A. Lynch. 'Villinm IcKinley won 
hili fh·Bt law:-;uit. 'l'h fir~t political pe ell 11 made wa made 
In the city of lllnn<: , In a blnckdllith's • hop. Hi entire 
HJl < h wa. d vot <1 to the prin ivle of prot ·tive tariff. 

.A1't1•r in,., in anton thr e y ar. , th H publi an Party wn 
1 oklng fot· s me man to run for the offi • of pro cuting nttor
ucy. ~tnrk County at lhnt time wa: I mocrntic nnd the honor 
wtv an mpty on . 'Yillinm kKinh.y finally ac ded to the 
witill s ol' th . uwmiJct\ or 111.· party and a ·ce11tell the nomina
tion n~ pro.'<' •nting attorney ou the Uepubli<·an ticket. lie 
mad u thorough cunvtt~!-1 of hi, county and wa · elect d by a 
mnjorl ty of 1 2 vot •s. Thi wn · the b ..,.inn in • of the political 
cnr •r of tlli~ gr ut stat :-:man. 

In 1 76 h wtv tirsl lt' 't <.1 a M: mb •r of ongres.. He . erved 
n~ n Member of th IIou:-1 of Rcpr : ntativc.· for 14 year, nnd 
s rv (.] f\H chninnnn of th \\""ttys and l\1 nn · ommitt e when 
thai 1't mou~ tnriff bill whi •h b ar hi nume wa enacted 
into inw. 

Wlilinm l\I(Tiuley wnA n mnn of c 
of this llow.;e, n ft r hi. <1<'fl'lt t in 1, , 

On the floor 
wa: defeated 

hy til • stnnll margJu f :l02 votf'.', a fr •-tru<le mea ur wu 
b lug •onslll •red. Willinm fcYinl y aro ·aid: 

On hNlltlf of tbe p oplc of my dl trict, my 'tat , and my Nation, 
Ahnll obj ct to tbi m a ·ure. 

A g uti mnn fr m nnoth r tat r mnrke<l to him: 
'l'h<' pcopl of yout· d!Htrlct uid not ·p ak very largely for you in 

the In t •1 ·tlon. 

With u fin h in hi· ye anl without any ·how of nnger h 
1' pli d: 

I do not m nsur my crvicc to m.r con Utu nts by the mnjorlty or 
by the vote thnt I g t. I hnv conviction upon this ubjP.ct which 
I would not ~urr nd •r or t' frnln from ndvocnllng if 10,000 majority 
w •r cu t tl~alu t m . 1 con ·iller ervic to my coo ·tltuency whenever 
I nuvocnt prin ·ipl s concerning which I hav strong conviction. 

[Almlnu ·e.] 
It would R m to m the words of William Mcrinley uttered 

Jn thls llou: ould b u motto for all of u . 
II wns l1 f ul d for "'ongt· in 1 0, but in 1 91 be wa. 

1 . ·t <1 * vcr11or of hio, nn<l in tll year 1 3 "a reelected 
U v >rnor of hio by uu uupr c..: dented majorit~·. 

I onld 1'( Jut DHUlS iu •ill nt · of int re:-;t con erning thi 
gr nt mnn, but my tim' I· limited. 

'l'h Hp h h uu <I on ept mb r 5, 1001, the la. t that he 
ga ,. to th · Am ricuu 11eopl and the p ple of the world, wu 
n must rpl ' . It will b rememb red that he ·aid in thut 
·p h: 

'od nnd munklud bnvc link d tbc nation of the eat·th together. 
L<'t us remember our inter t 1 In concord nn<l not in conflict, and 
thnt our 1' ul min nee ll in the vl ·torie of peace and not tho· 
ot WUl'. 

Whnt n fin 

Yes; the example that William McKinley has given u a a 
man, hu band, and citizen is of the highe t ideal. " 7 illiam 
McKinley was an outstanding and great soldier, lawyer, and 
l\Iemb r of Congre: . Ye , he wa. great as a governor and a 
Pre ident, but the greatest of all was William 1\IcK.inley: the 
man. [.Applau ·e.] 

LEAVE TO ADDRE.<.;S THE H(}U E 

1\Ir. FORT. :\Ir. peaker, I a ··k unanimous con nt that on 
Friday, immediately after the re~ ding of the Journal and other 
.pecial ord r • I muy a<ldre ·s the Hou e ft>r 60 minute. on the 
subject of prohibition. 

The PEAKl~R pro tempore (Mr. MrcHEmKR). The gentle
man from New Jersey a ·k.~ unanimous con ent that on Friday 
ne.·t. immeuiately after th r adiug of the Journal and the 
di.·po ·ition of matter" on the Rpeaker' table, at the clo e of 
other . pecinl order:->, be may nd<lre:;;" the Douse for a p riod of 
GO minutes on the . ubject of prohibition. Is there objection? 

Th r wa no objection. 
GEORGE W.ASHI:'iOT(h MEMORIAL PARKWAY 

Mr. RAl\lTO~ ~ ro. e. 
The BPEA..KER pro tempore. For what purpo e does the 

gentleman ri~·e? 
l\Ir. 'RAllTO... .... To make a reque t for unanimou' c n:-ent. 

There appear in the RECORD of to-clay a minority r port upon 
the pt·opo~ed Potomac parkway by 1\lajor General Jnd\vi.n, for
m I' hief of Engine r.· and former chairman of the 'ationnl 
Park and Planning ommis ··on. I a k unanimou ' ·on ent that 
I may xteud my remark in the RECORD with reference to that 
l ({i ·lation, and to include tht?rein the majority r port of th 
... ·au nal Capital Park and Planning Commi."i lU on the . ume . 
matter, and al o a lett r to me from Colonel Grant, and per
hap. oth r matter . 

The PE.tU(ER pro tempore. I · there objection to the reque t 
of the gentleman from Michigan? 

Tiler"' wa no objection. 
Mr. RAl\lTON. Mr. p nker, with reference to the pro

po ed creation of the George 'Va hington memorial parkway 
and it r lation to po ible futur power or navigation develop
m nt in the Great Fall to \Va.:llington region of the Potomac, 
in the RECORD of January 2 app .ar· the minority statement of 
General Jadwin. former 'hief of Engineer~. ·war Department, 
and former ex-officio member of the ... ·ational Capital Park and 
Planning mmi ·~ion; also, a ~tntement from the executive 
committee of the 'ational Rivers nnd Harbors Congr · .. 

The tatement of the executiv committ e is bn erl upon an 
entire mi. ·under:-:tanding of the term and purpo ·es of II. R. 26, 
whicll propo e creation of tlle George 'Yashington memorial 
parkway. It al mi ·under tan<l · and therefore innccurat(>ly 
tate the attitude of the majority of the Tational Capital Park 

and Planning Commi . ion who intlor~e the bill a: reported to 
t11e Hou . 

To clear thi.' misp.nderstanding I give here the f'tatement of 
Augu t 2, 1929, sent to the F deral Power Commi!". iou. by the 
National apital Park and Planning Commi ..;ion. 

Plea e note e pecially the re ·olution ,et forth therein, adopted 
by the National Capital Park und Plnnnin"' C mnui. sion Decem
ber 15, 192 , before this <lisen ·sion became at all acute. M m
ber. will note that re:olution dedare tba t the commi:-;. ion 
favor the immediate acqui ition of the lauds for park pur-

Leaving it open for Congres at any future time to nuthorize the 
dev lopment of the nnvigation, flood control. and power pot ntialities of 
th area · ·hould uch development become of greater importance nnd be 
justified in the public inter<.> t. 

It . eem to me no tatement could be clearer or fairer as to 
tlle volicy and term of H. R. 26. 

The tatement follow· : 
AUGUST 2, 19~9. 

Mr. F. E. Bmn;ER, 
E:re< utit:e Secretary Federal Potoer Commls ion, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR IR: In accordance with Public Re olutlon .·o. 67, approved 

Mny 29, 192 , pa . ed at the fir t session of the eventieth ougr~- , 
the National apital Park and Plannin~ Commh-dun ba tudlt>d the 
problem of the be t u. e of the rotomnc River Yalley above Wnsblngton, 
with a view to preparing with the Federal Power omml sion the "joint 
or ·eparate r ports " called for in that t·esolution. The study of the 
commL ion ha included tile pr paratlon anti analysL of the accom
panying report and documents which are submitted her with for tbe 
information of the Fed ral Power Commi ton. 

After extended consideration of the report on "Tbe <1 v-elopment of 
the Potomac River VaHey for park and power purpo. e · •• by a joiut 
committee of the Federal rower ommis ion and the • 'ntional apital 
Park and Planning Commi sion, together with upplementary iufor-
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mation supplied at the request of the commission by Maj. Brehon 
Somervell, United States engineer officer, Washingtol}, D. C., and 
after an intensive study on the ground by its committee on parks and 
other members, and extended discussion in formal session, the Na
tional Capital Park and Planning Commission adopted the following 
resolution on December 15, 1928 : 

"Re.solved, That the National Capital Park and Planning Commis
sion favors the acquisition of the Potomac Valley from Chain Bridge 
to and including Great Falls, and the development of this area for 
park purposes as funds may be made available, leaving it open fo: 
Congress at any future time to authorize the devel'opment of the navi
gation, flood-control, apd power potentialities of the urea should such 
development become of greater importance and be justified in the 
public interest." 

The main consideratiqns moving the commission to the above action 
were as follows : 

1. Tbe valley of the Potomac River from Chain Bridge, to and in
cluding Great Falls, has, in its natural condition, unique and dis
tinctive scenic aud recreational values accompanied by certain historic 
and scientific points of interest, which, as a whole, make it extraor
dinarily important to the Capital of the United States. These values 
are unique and distinctive in the sense that this is probably the best 
example in the Atlantic seaboard States of the particular type of 
natural scenery het'e presented, and that these natural scenic values 
are believed to be unexcelled by those in the vicinity of any national 
capital in the world. These values have not been fully appreciated 
and enjoyed by the public, mainly because the land is largely in private 
ownership and but little of the area is readily accessible. 

2. Notwithstanding the ingem1ity, resourcefulness, and painstaking 
care applied to the search for a method of conserving as much as po:J
sible of these values while developing an economically sound power 
project, all such methods which have yet been deviseu and all methods 
which seem likely to be possible involve the sacrifice of the major part 
of these great though intangible scenic, recreational, and inspirational 
values, although they do so in considerably varying degrees. 

3. In other words, the two objectives of economically developing 
powe~: on a large scale from the Potomac River, and of conserving 
the peculiar and characteristic scenic, recreational, and inspirational 
values of this part of the Potomac River Valley are so essentially in 
conflict that they can not both be attained in a satisfactory degree. 
Therefore the only basis for avoiding an inefficient and illogical com
promise is to determine which of these two objectives should be the 
controlling or dominant purpose, and then to seek, as a by-product, so 
much and only so much of the other objective as is consistent with 
the fully successful attainment of the objective selected as the dominant 
one. 

4. The "combination park and power schemes" presented by the 
joint committee represent, essentially, attempts to arrive at a thor
oughly successful economic development of. the potential water power 
of the Potomac River in such a way as would permit the incidental 
creation of as good a park on the margins of that development as is 
consistent with the controlling purpose of power production. They 
tend to indicate that if power development is to be the controlling 
objective, a park could be created, even so, that would probably be well 
worth the cost which its creation would add to that of a power project 
designed wholly without regard to park values. But it would be. a 
totally different kind of park from the natural valley. And the pnce 
of creating this different and less valuable kind of park would not 
merely be a matter of dollars, and of the lapse of many years for the 
healing of scars, but would include the destruction for all time . of 
essential characteristics which make the present natural river valley 
unique and distinctive as an appanage of the National Capital. 

5. For such amount of po,wer as would be used here, it does not appear 
that the prospective economic advantage to the National Capital and 
its environs from any expectable saving in cost of power from this 
source as compared with others, even assuming that the saving would 
be passed on to the consumers, would be so great, or that the people of 
this region and of the United States are .so poor that they can not afford 
to forego it for the sake of retaining a unique feature of the National 
Capital. 

6. It would therefore seem inadvisable to decide now upon the destruc
tion for all time of the scenic and recreational and Inspirational assets 
of such large prospective importance as those included in the valley of 
the Potomac at the doors of the National Capital. 

(The foregoing expresses the views of the following members of the 
commission : Col. W. B. Ladue, Maj. R. Y. Stuart, Hon. Frederick N. 
Zihlman, Mr. Frederic A. Delano, Mr. Milton B. Medary, jr., Mr. 
Frederick L. Olmstead, Mr. J. C. Nichols, and Lieut. Col. U. S. Grant, 
3d.) 

General Jadwin did not concur in the above action and views 
of the commission as set forth in the RECORD of yesterday. 

Also note the .Park Committee report of an earlier date, and 
particularly in paragraph 7 that the question of power develo:f!
ment is expressly left open for Congress to pass upon as condi
tions develop in the future: 

NOVEMBER 12, 1928. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PARKS 

Subject : Potomac power project. 
Members: Mr. Frederic A. Delano, Mr. l!'rederick Law Olmstead, Mr. 

Horace M. Albright, Maj. R. Y. Stuart, Col. William B.· Ladue, Mr. 
J. C. Nichols. and Col. U. S. Grant, 3d. 
After extended consideration of the report on " the development of 

the Potomac River Valley for park and power purposes" by a joint com
mittee of the Federal Power Commission and the National Capital Park 
and Planning Commission, together with supplementary information sup
plied at the request of the commission by Maj. Brehon Somervell, United 
States Engineer officer, Washington, D. C., and after an intensive study 
on tbe ground, it is the opinion of the members of the committee on 
parks: 

1. That the Gorge and Great Falls of the Potomac River have unique 
and distinctive scenic, historic, and scientific attractions affording in 
their present natural condition park values unexcelled by those in the 
environs of any national capital, values which are not now fully appre
ciated and enjoyed because the land is largely in private ownership and 
but little of the area is readily accessible. 

2. That the adoption of any of the proposals contained in the joint 
committee's report, above referred to, for the development of water 
power within this area or of any plan for water-power development 
known or suggested to the commission will entail in greater or less 
degree destruction of these National Capital park values and their im
pairment by the introduction of incongruous structures and power lines . . 

3. That the dedication of this area for park purposes by the Nation 
is in the interest and for the enjoyment of all citizens of the United 
States, to whom the National Capital is a proud heritage. 

4. That the use of this area for power purposes is largely of local 
and regional interest and benefit, and that the power to be developed 
therefrom is neither urgently required nor the only power obtainable 
at reasonable cost to meet the demand. 

5. Moreover, that the nearness of this beautiful valley, with its pali
sades and waterfall and other picturesque and historical attributes, to 
the Nation's Capital, together with the undeniable fact that this project 
does not stand high as an efficient source of power, appear to be strong 
arguments for not granting a permit for a development of this project 
at this time. 

6. That in short your committee believes the national interest in the 
park and scenic values should not now be sacrificed for all time to the 
possible local commercial interest in a power development, because we 
do not believe that the people of the United States are so impoverished 
economically that they can not afford to retain in its full value this 
great scenic asset of the National Capital. 

7. And, finally, that your committee, for the foregoing reasons and 
those set forth in greater detail in the accompanying comments on the 
joint report, recommends urging upon Congress the acquisition of the 
area indicated in accordance with S. 1280, and its developJllent for 
park purposes as funds may be made available, leaving it open for 
Congress at any future time to authorize the development of the water
power potentialities of the site should such development become of 
greater public importance than the proposed park shall have been found 
to have. 

FREDERICK LAW 0L:MSTED, 

Ohalirman. 

Let m·e further reenforce what I have said before as to the 
national desire in this by quoting the following editorial expres
sions from the New York Times of January 28: 

SAVING THE GORGE OF THE POTOMAC 

In a letter to the editor of the Times published on this page yes
terday the president of the American Society of Landscape Architects 
made an eloquent appeal for the preservation of the natural beauties of 
the gorge of the Potomac. Legislation sponsored by Representative 
CRAMTON, which will have the effect of protecting at least part of this 
area will come up in Congress this week. 

H~re at the very gateway to the Capital, is a wonderful bit of 
scener.; The broad waters of the river fall in a magnificent cataract 
over Great Falls and fiow through a deep and narrow cleft to the 
calmer waters within the District of Columbia. Very few cities have 
anything to compare with this stretch of river and canal. 

Naturally the power interests would like to get their hands on it, 
but it should be dedicated first to the scenic and recreational advantages 
which it richly affords. 

Also, from the Louisville Times of January 25: 
WILL THE POWER LOBBY WIN? 

Rifiing the environs of the National Capital of a great scenic asset 
is not beyond the plans of the ruthless exponents of "development," to 
whom all water which runs downhill is a lure. 

When Lord Elgin looted the Parthenon, he did it at least to convey 
the Elgin marbles, now protectedJ as a public exhibition, to a seat of 
higher civilization when, with Greece under the rule of Turkey, they 
might have become the prize of some other spoilsman with worse results. 
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R<'pr ntnttve CRA.t1'0N, or lchtgan, will try next week to pro-

cur tuvoraulc action in th IIou of nepre ntatlve upon his bill for 
Tr<':tsus·y advnnc to [lnrcho · inner and outer parks fot· Washington 

lty. 
'rh y would Include ·r,.nt •lnll. ot the Potomac, within 15 miles ol' 

th White lion , thrC'ateucd by u power proj ct. Thl' power lobby 1s 
old to u v r. nett v a • ln t the b1ll. 

Gr •n t l•'ull would b worth mllllons to WaRbington, ot course; but 
thot 1 n t nll. Th •o.tton't~ pltal b long to the 'atlon. Every 
Am rl·nn hn a right to r l a proprietor's lot re t in H improvement 
nod in tn·ot ctlon of ecole ur as in it vicinity which hould odd to its 
lJ nnty. 

Thl' a<·rlfic ot rent !•'all. · by on~r R to a power proJe<'t would 
•nrrunt n par pbra e of I.ord Byt·on's inscription upon the Parthenon, 

fn <'llllHtic Cl'ltlcl~m ot Lord El"ln' achievement: " uod non faccrunt 
'othl, hoc fn<'<'rnnt cotl.'' 

l,ow r lobby!. t se<'mlngly 1'ttthcr and furtb r the happy idea that 
1t <'UU be r preflcntcd thut pr :erving r at Pull would or might lnter
ff'l'l' with watPrway connection from tbe Ohio to the I otomac. 

'l'h Am<'rkan lvlc A O<'latlon-student ot the problem, able, thor
ugh, disinter stC'd .·ny the prop ed r . ervatlon and acqulrem nt ot 

tbl' hunks ot tbe Potomac ft•om Mount Yemon to Gr~at Falls would not 
lut rr r with nnvlgutlon plan., nnd that d lay may co t th Natlonlll 

npltnl nn hnm n_ ly vnlunble park. 

Al.· th followina r(>.'olution of the American ivic As ocia
tion aJHl 1 ttt•r of th Am l'icun Engineering Council: 

Th •:t cutlve board ot the Aml!rl<'an ivlc A floclalion, r pr ·entlng 
th xprl• · d ~; ntinwnt of its i5 committe s on tbe Federal ity in all 
pnrtH ot th Unllc·d tate.·, and th wide pr<'ad lntere t of 1t member 
and rltiZI'IJH ut lnr e tht·ougbout tb country, renews It · support ol' the 

romton \Jill (H. U. 20) to provid for the pt•ompt purchn e ot the 
innPr nnd out r pnrk sy t m of the Fedcrnl City, as projected by the 
National npltnl l'nrk and Planning (ID1mis:;ion, and particularly de
air(• to th • rlv r bank of the Potomac from historic Mount Vernon 
to [li1·t ure. qui' 'rent Fnlls pr served in a sc nic park which it Is believed 
will command world-wide ntt ntion and play an important part in pro
viding n uniqtwly b autlful land cape ettin"' worthy ot the band ome 
puullc hulldln~ and mouumentt~ ot the National Capital. 

lion. LOOl n l\ITON, 

A~teRIC N ENGCNEEIIINO COUN "IL, 
ll'asllington, D. 0., Jan1tar11 l8, 1JJM. 

JIOU8e Of Rei>rC8elllati1· 8, w~ hi11(Jton, D. a. 
Mr DEAn Mn. 'RA tTON: I ha~·e r ud with much intere t your addre s 

of y sl rduy uetor the IIouso of R pre .utntlv s cone rning H. R. 26. 
•ou wJll Pl'rhap r call tbttt at the luncheon of the American Society 

ot I.aud cnp rchlt cts I ·aid tht:! NuUon was indebted to you for the 
trorts you llnd mncl to pr serve the natural b autles o! Wa hington 

nnd It t'ovh·on . I !urtb 1· l:ltatt•d that Am •rlcun Engln erlng Councll 
wu in full smpathy with your ulll, but held that tlood c ntrol, naviga
tion, nud hydro I ctrl devt•lopment could be reallz d without in any 
wny d . troylng th Ct'nlc b autle of the Potomac Valley ; and also if 
t h r wt•r any r a! coo filet we would n.gr that c nlc beauty should 
tuk priority. Ilene' tb t•e 1 little, if any, dltrerence of opinion between 
YOU and th COIIDCll. 

How v r, th r nr many who hold the bone t and un lfl h opinion 
thnt II. n. 2G o.~ now drnft<'d would greatly limit, if not prohibit, the 
d v<>lopm nt or nnvlgatlon anli power on the Potomac River. For the 
snk of clurlty, th r for , it se m to us that the amendment proposed 
by Mr. D£~11'~-n:Y 1 n v ry d h·nble one. It would •ra e the slight 
r rvntlon th • council entertain wllh re:;pect to the blll, and this 
would undoulltedly be tru o! other . We hope you will o.ccept the 
am ndm(•nt, lH'Cnu~e w h 11 ve it will trengtbcn your po ltioo 1n many 
cllr l'tlons nnd bn t n th pn n.g of the blll. 

We huv wt·ltt n to lr. D MPii Y xpre lng our very keen interest 
tn yom· bill nn<l stnt log tllllt we hope th amendment propo ed will 
prevull 1n order tlutt wt•, n w 11 as otb r , may wbol heartedly support 
you tn this worthy nt I'PI'I- •. 

incC"r ly yours, 

ST TE, JUSTI E, CO t ER 'E, NO 
TION 

'1 rt· t·end lh title of the bilL 

L. W. WALLACE, 
Ea:ecutlvc Secretary. 

DEPARTMENT .APP.ROPR.IA-

mmlttee of the 
1r. iAP in the 

The HAIRl\IAN. When the committee adjourned ye terday 
the gentleman from "\Vi con in had reserved a point of order 
again t the paragraph. What is the pleasure of the gentleman 
from Wi COnl'in? 

Mt·. TAFFORD. From information which I hav receiv d 
I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. GAR. 'ER. l\lr. 'hnirman, I renew the point of order. 
Th CH IRMA.·. What doe the gentleman from Pennsyl

vania . ay to the point of order? 
Ar. SHREVE. 1\Ir. hairman, it i undoubtedly . ubject to a 

point of order. 
Mr. GARNER. I uo not think the item ought to be in the 

bill ev n if it wa · authorized by law o I . ee no rea. on for de
laying the matter. 

The HAIR:\lAL -. The item i not only not authorized by 
law, but in exact opposition to e ~iAing law. The Chair there
fore ~m tain the point of order. 

'l'he let·k, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follow. : 

teamboat in pectors: For 11 supervising ln pector ; inspectors ot 
bulls nod in pector of boiler ; a ·l. ·tant inspector , ns authorized by 
law, for tbe following ports: • "ew York, 43; Pittsburgh, 2; New Orleans, 
10; Baltimore, 10; Providence, 4; Bo, ton, 10; Philadelphia, 12; San 
Francl. co, 18; But'l'alo, 8; Cleveland, ; Milwaukee, 4; Chicago, 0; 
Grand IInven, 2; Detroit, 4; Norfolk, 8; Seattle, 14; Portland (Oreg.), 
6; Albany, 2; Portland (:He.), 4; Los Augelc , G; Galve ton, 4; Mobile, 
4 ; Savannah, 2; Toledo, 2; nnd 6 traveling in pectora; in all, 9i2,600. 

Mr. 'TAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to . trik out the 
la t figure. I think it would be illuminating for the Hou~e and 
the ountry to have the chairman of the committee explain the 
occa ·ion for the increa ed number of inspector in the team
boat In pection Service a provided in the bill. I notice that 
there ha · been a con iderable increa e, a de rved increa ; the 
appropriation cover increa e of salaries for some in pectora. 
There ha been criticism of the service throu~hout the country
that th y have failed in the performance of their duty in in pect
ing bull and engines. 

Tak the incident of the Vestris. a lamentable ituation, e pe
cially in the face of the di clo ures that were brought out in the 
inv tigation by the Briti h authorities. In the inve ... tigation our 
inspe tor· glo ed over inquiring into e ential fact at the inves
tigation and we had to go to Great Britain for the real infor
mation a. to the real facts that cnu ed the di aster. 

W had oine disa ters on the Great Lakes la t year which 
cost the live of some fine sailor , where the f rryboat MiTr 
tcookee ·uuk in mid-lake and the steamer Wisconsin found
ered-in terrible storm , it is true. The latter, after it had 
weathered a evere torm came into the port of Milwaukee 
listing and a few days after encountered another torm in which 
it unk, co ting the liv of member of it: crew. It i the 
impre ion in Milwaukee that after the ves el came into the 
port 11 ting, in a di ... abled condition, be should not have been 
permitted to go on another trip until she had been thoroughly 
in ·ted-that she was in no condition to weather a evere 
torm. 

I think the committee is attemptin" to meet, in part, that 
ituation by providing additional inspector . I do not know 

whether any more are detailed on the Great Lake , on Lake 
Michigan, than are provided by law, but there ba been some
thing wrong with thi in pector service in not properly inspect
ing the ve.·~el uuder its juri diction. At the time of the East
land di ·a .. ·ter, when that ve. el turned turtle when moored to its 
dock in the Chicago River, I happened to be there the day after 
and aw them bringing the bodie. out of the hold of the over
turn<-'<1 excur ion teamer. The department attempted t glo 
over the respon ibility for that di~a ter, saying that it wa 
not the fault of the inspectors, when it was ab olutely their 
fault in fnilin" to perform the duty that the people of the 
country e ·pect them to do. I yield now for some explanation 
as to whether the committee ha ought to correct that itua
tion by Droviding additional in. pector for this ervice. 

Mr. BREVE. Mr. Cbau·man, living on the Great Lake as 
I do, I am quite familiar with the condition of affair ju .. t tated 
by the g ntleman from Wi ~consin [Mr. T.AFFORD], and I ·ay to 
the gentleman from Wi. con~in and to the committee that the 
very thing we are trying to provide in the .. enice i more 
teamboat in vector . The department is not ju t bound to 

. end . o many in pector to Milwaukee if more are needed. We 
have provided this year for an additional 45 in~pectors and a.
istant in pector . The rea on for that i to make more thor

ough the annual in pection. and to keep up reinspection . There 
i where the great trouble was in the ca e the gentleman men
tioned. If tiler had bl:'en a rein,pection of that •e~- I when it 
came into port, li ted a~ it wa , it never would ha>e gone out; 
and it is to provide for tho e vet·y conditions that we are taking 
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this action. The committee is in full a,ccord with the Secretary 
of Commerce. We want to provide these additional facilities, 
because we realize the great importance of the matter and we 
realize the many lives that have been lost by reason of lack of 
examination. We have gone as far as we could with the esti
mates of the Bureau of the Budget, and if we have not provided 
sufficient funds, I say to the gentleman that another year we 
will go still further. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then, as I understand the gentleman, the 
committee has granted the full request of the department for 
additional help? 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes. 
, Mr. STAFFORD. I am glad, indeed. Of course, we all agree 

that human supervision does not prevent disasters to vessels 
caught in heavy storms or venturing out in stress of storm and 
taking the risk. Nevertheless, if further disasters occur on the 
Great Lakes, inasmuch as the committee has provided sufficient 
inspectors to provide reasonable inspection of hulls and boilers 
in this bill, we will know that the bureau will not have any 
alibi in case they are at fault. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Preventing overcrowding of passenger vessels: To enable the Secretary 

of Commerce to employ, temporarily, such persons as may be necessary, 
of whom not more than two at any one time may be employed in the 
District of Columbia, to enforce the laws to prevent overcrowding of 
passenger and excursion vessels, and all expenses in connection there
with, $18,840. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. This is anent the same inquiry that I submitted a 
moment ago as to the adequacy of the inspection service for 
passenger vessels, especially during the excursion season. It 
was my privilege during the vast summer to ride on some of 
these passenger vessels leaving the port of Detroit for down-the
:river resorts, to Bois Blanc Island, at the mouth of the river, 
or on to Put in Bay. On Sundays, when I made those trips, I 
have seen passengers crowded to far beyond what I thought was 
the number allowed under the regulations. I think there were 
not adequate life-saving devices on board those vessels for one
half the number of passengers. If any sudden squall had hap
pened on Lake Erie-and Lake Erie, by reason of its shallow 
waters, is subject to severe squalls-! hesitate to think what 
direful catastrophe might have happened if the passengers on 
one of those crowded vessels had become panic-stricken and 
gone to one side and caused the boat to list too much. Fur
ther, I saw coming into Put in Bay on that Sunday an old 
hulk, as I would term it, a side-wheeler, similar to those I saw 
many years ago on the Delaware River, 40 or more years ago, 
coming from Sandusky, unfit, as I thought, from a casual ob
servation, for lake service except in calm weather. 

In connection with these direful catastrophes on the Great 
Lakes occasioned by the unusual storms of last fall I recall 
when one of the car ferries, laden down with heavily laden 
freight cars, went out in the face of one of the severest storms 
Lake Michigan had ever known, when many mariners thought 
it was suicidal to venture out from port. The vessel sank, and 
no one knows how it occurred, because no one lived to tell the 
tale. I think there should be some commission authorized by 
the Government to pass upon the serviceability of these steamers 
after they have been in the service 30 or 40 years, particularly 
those engaged in passenger traffic ; if they are found after a 
thorough inspection to be waning in seaworthiness, then to be 
junked. We did that same thing years ago in connection with 
the railway post-office cars. 

Twenty-five years ago it was called to the attention of the 
Post Office Committee that the railways of the country were 
using old wooden cars-to all appearances s()und--coated over 
with a nice coat of paint, which, when you put the knife into 
them, proved to be of rotted wood. The life of the wood had 
disappeared, and they were nothing but tinder boxes in case of 
collision. At that time we passed a provision that would not 
permit such cars more than 30 years old to continue in that 
character of service. I well know that what is everybody's 
business is nobody's business. That is an axiom that has been 
confirmed by my years of service in this House. Yet it is only 
when these catastrophes occur that the country is aroused and 
that the attention of Congress is directed to some remedies so 
that these conditions may not occur again. I know that the 
Committee on Appropriations is not a legislative committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon
sin has expired. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. STAFFORD. All that the Appropriations Committee 

can do is to provide funds. I am asking now whether the hear
ings disclose anything as to the use of this appropriation of 
$18,840 to prevent overcrowding on passenger vessels, which, I 
suppose, is largely utilized in connection with excursion steamers 
on the Great Lakes and on the rivers and sounds tributary to 
the ocean? 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, a very large portion of the 
money appropriated here is used on passenger service on the 
Great Lakes. Last year these inspectors examined 8,453 trips. 
Of course the gentleman knows that only a portion of that would 
be on the Great Lakes. It covers the whole United States. The 
ships usually take about a day or a day and a half or two days 
for a trip. A good lively port might have 30 or 40 ships in a 
day. When you figure up to 8,453 trips, it means that the service 
is universal all over the United States in the waters of the 
United States. Ai10ther thing, last year it is reported there 
were 170,000 people waiting to go aboard these ships. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Do the hearings disclose what was the 
character of those ships from which they were turned back? 

Mr. SHREVE. No. I think we have that in the report from 
the bureau. I do not think it is in the hearings. We give them 
the same amount that they have had for some time, $18,840. It 
is a service, you know, where much of it is on Saturday, Sunday, 
and Monday, covering week-end service. Frequently there is a 
crowd of young men anxiously waiting to act as inspector. 

Mr. STAFFORD. All that I am concerned in is whether the 
appropriation is adequate to meet the needs, so that the inspec
tion service can not throw the burden upon Congress in case of 
a mishap on the ground that they did not have sufficient funds 
to properly inspect the vessels. 

Mr. SHREVE. I call the gentleman's attention to page 274 
of the report of the Secretary of Commerce. I think he will 
find there an answer to all the questions he has raised. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I thank the gentleman for calling that to 
my attention. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. L.AGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog
nized. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to see that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ST.AFFORD] has called the atten
tion of the House to the matter of steamboat inspection. After 
the Vestri.s disaster the whole country was ipterested in the 
proper inspection of ocean-going and lake steamers. I have 
pending in the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
now three or four bills intended to bring our Steamboat Inspec
tion Service up to date. I have pending also before the Com
mittee on Rules a resolution seeking the appointment of a 
commission to study the navigation laws and the steamboat 
inspection code. As the gentleman from Wisconsin said, it is 
difficult to get any action looking toward the proper protection 
of life at sea or on the Great Lakes. • 

Why, Mr. Chairman, many Members who were on the floor 
when I made my statement in the last Congress concerning the 
Vestris could not believe that the law of the United States 
to-day as to the question of limited liability of the owners of 
seagoing vessels is a statute that was enacted in England away 
back in the reign of Henry VIII. 

Mr. SHREVE. It is a good law. 
Mr. L.AGUARDIA. No; it is not a good law. It is a mur· 

derous law. Not only is the owner of the steamer limited in 
liability for damages to the value of the vessel, and therefore 
no liability exists if the entire vessel is lost, but by a decision 
of the Supreme Court, by a divided court, the insurance money 
is not applicable to pay losses incurred by reason of the negli
gence of the owners of vessels. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield :there? 

Mr. L.AGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. May I not invite the attention 

of the committee to the fact that the Steamboat Inspection 
Service is required by law to pass only upon the blue prints 
of the boilers, but not as to the hulls, and nowhere is it 
provided that the stability shall be investigated? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. The l;!w does not provide for "sta
bility " supervision in the course of the ship's construction. I 
am not complaining of the present Steamboat Inspection Serv· 
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The time of the g ntleman from New 

Muy I have .fixe minute more? 
I th re bjectio~ to the r uest of the 

course, this committee is imply an appropriating committee and 
has gone as far as it can in relieving the situation. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
The Clerk read a.s follows : 
Shipping commissioners : For salaries of shipping commissioners, 

$44,800. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
la t word. The section reads, "For hipping commis loners," 
and the appropriation proposed is 44,800. It is the duty of 
the e shipping commissioners, as I understand it, to attend to 
the booking or licen ing of American seamen. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is correct. This 
appropriation is for the payment of the salaries of shipping 
commi loner . These officers ship and discharge merchant a
men at the principal ports, turn over to the courts the wages 
due decea ·ed or d erting seamen, and arbitrate disputes aris
ing between crew and their officer or owners. The awards 
of the hipping commi ioner are binding on both parties and 
by law are conclu ive of the rights of the parties in judicial 
proceedin.,. . This sy tern of arbitration secures to eamen and 
other employee a full hearing and judgment on disputed mat
ter in accordance with the facts and the law without expense 
or undue delay. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In addition to that, we have in New 
York, and I think in other ports, -a shipping bureau of the 

hipping Board. Can the gentleman tell how the ~hipping 
bureau of the hipping Board conflicts with the duties of the 
commi ioners? · 

Mr. BREVE. Not at all. I know of no conflict. 
Mr. LAG ARDIA. There i a conflict there. 
Mr. BREVE. They are not given the same power that these 

commi ' ioner have. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. What i the function of the shipping 

bur au in acting for the Shipping Board? 
Mr. BREVE. Well, it i just purely a local act in looking 

after their own busine and their own ships. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. But we pay their wage . 
Mr. BREVE. We might pay them, but it is purely a local 

matter, while this takes in every aman comin" into port. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly; and that is ju t my point. 
Mr. SHREVE. While the board the gentleman refers to is 

only operating it own line . 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. But it is a United States office and is 

paid for by the Government. 
Mr. SHREVE. Ye . 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The office of the United tates Commt -

ioner is an old in titution and it has exi ted for many year . 
The o-called shipping bur au-we have one in New York and, 
I think, one in an Franci co--looks after the per onnel of the 

hipping Board. It is a sort of employment office. Now, the 
trouble i that American seamen are not getting proper treat
ment at the hands of the hipping bureau, or whatever it is 
call d. We have con tant and repeated complaint that Ameri
can hip after American hip leave the port of New York with 
a large percentag of its per onnel made up of aliens, when 
there are applications on file of American citizen who would 
like to get work on those boats. I have brought the matter to 
the attention of the Hou e repeatedly, and I serve notice now 
that unle the hipping bureau in New York, in looking after 
the per onnel of the hipping Board, is not mo~e zealou in 
giving preference to American citizens, that when the proper 
appr priation bill com ' before the Hou e the thing to do would 
b to aboli h it entirely. 

That is what ought to be done. I am not referring to the 
hipping commi · ioners but I am referring to this hipping 

bureau that is under the hipping Board, and provided for 
in the independent office appropriation bill. 

The pro forma amendment was \\ithdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Equipment: For apparatus, machinery, tools, and appliances u ed 

in connection with buildings or work of the bureau, typewriters, adding 
machine , and other labor-saving devices, laboratory supplies, materials, 
and supplie u ed in the construction of apparatus, machinery, or other 
appltance , including their exchange; piping, wiring, and construction 
incident to . the installation of apparatus, machinery, or appliances; 
furniture for laboratories and offices, cases for apparatus, 163,000, 
lncludlng 93,000 for repairs and necessary alterations to buildings, 
of which amount $75,000 may be u ed for remodeling the north build
ing, including contract architectural services. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I think this is as good a place as any to pass com
ment upon the actlvitie~, the growing activities, of the Bureau 
of Standards. No one on this floor will deny that the Bureau 
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·of Standards has done and is doing exceptional work; but I rise 
more to criticize the tendency of that bureau to nose itself into 
activities which do not properly belong to it. 

I understand that in the bill now under consideration the 
committee has granted all the requests made by the bureau 
with respect to new activities. 

It is the proper work of the Bureau of Standards to deter
mine the standard as to various materials used in manufadure, 
but when they go into a far-off, extraneous proposal to deter
mine the standard of dress patterns, to inquire into the stature 
of women, especially in this modern age, so they can recom
mend to the manufacturers of dress patterns what should be the 
standardization of the modern dress for women, I think it is 
well we should pause for a minute, even in a facetious way, to 
direct attention to the extreme extent that this bureau is 
indulging in the establishment of standards. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STAFFORD. In a little while. 
It was my happy privilege years ago to serve on the subcom

mittee on appropriations that determined the amount of appro
priations for the Bureau of Standards when that eminent 
scientist, Doctor Stratton, was at its head. If there is one 
regret I have, in looking back over my service, it is that I did 
not use more stressful efforts to increase his salary as director 
from $6,000 to a commensurate salary of $10,000 or $12,000. 
But high compliment should be paid him, that notwithstanding 
alluring proposa,ls from private sources he remained at his post 
during the entire World War, giving valuable service to the 
Government in all war activities; and the Bureau of Standards 
was of great service during the war in that particular. 

Doctor Stratton then accepted a call as president of the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, which high position, in 
the highest institute of that character in the country, he now so 
capably and efficiently fills. I am quite certain if he had con
tinued to be the head of this great bureau he would not have 
descanted on this irrelevant standardization work of providing 
a standard for dress patterns. 

I read on page 163 of the hearings : 
Dress patterns: Commercial standard CS 13-30 for dress patterns ls 

of wide interest to the women who do home sewing and the dry goods 
and department stores, since it establishes standard classification and 
corresponding body measurements used as a basis for size designation of 
commercial dress patterns used in the home. 

Now, perhaps some Member here may take me to task and ask 
me what privilege it is for a bachelor to speak on this subject 
which is so directly related to dresses. Of course, I have been 
the head of a home for a good many years and know a little 
about it but not as much, I gainsay, as some of the older or 
younger Members of the House who have· large families. 

'l'hen he goes on: 
Former confusing references to age he.ve been eliminated in favor of 

size numbers ; for example, a dress pattern formerly designated as 
"misses' age 18" will now be sold as "misses' size 18" and will be 
based on the following body measurements: Bust, 36 inches; waist, 30 
inches; hip, 39 inches. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I could go on 
and cite other irrelevant examinations that are being made by 
this great bureau which is of a scientific character; and I say, 
in all seriousness, they are debasing the high standard of this 
Bureau of Standards by making such investigation of these 
h·relevant matters. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MAPES). The time of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin has expired. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? . 

There was no objection. 
1\fr. STAFFORD. Here we have an examination into skid 

platforms. This, I wish to say in advance, does not provide 
for any skids to have Members of Congress eliminated from 
political life. If it did, we would perhaps exert urgent pro
test against any outside agency becoming active in this way. 
But it goes on to provide a standard for skid platforms used 
in conveying freightable matter. 

I have had some little practical experience in the six years 
I have been out of this Chamber with business affairs, and 
I have had occasion to purchase some of these skid-platform 
purveyors. There is no necessity to have any such investiga
tion made by the Bureau of Standards to set up a national 
standardization so far as skid platforms are concerned. 

I could go on throughout the hearings with other similar 
examples. 

We are all concerned with home financing, and yet this 
~entific bureau has very ~ikely invaded th~ prov:inc~ Qf ~ 

Department of Agriculture, overlapping their activities, by 
making an investigation as to home finances. 

They have even gone into the question of city planning and 
zoning. 

They are all interesting subjects of investigation, but I say 
in all seriousness, this scientific bureau should not engage 
itself in investigation of these little petty matters that pertain 
more to some other branch of the Government than to the 
Bureau of Standards. 

Mr. SHREVE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I will be pleased to yield. 
Mr. SHREVE. For the information of the House I want to 

say that these matters are outside of the committee--none of 
this money for the Bureau of Standards is appropriated for 
this purpose. A large number of scientific men are working 
out plans similar to those that have been mentioned by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. STAFFORD. In reply to the gentleman in charge of 
the bill, who knows far better the scope of the bill than I do, 
I direct his attention t9 page 152 of the hearings as to what 
the Bureau of Standards accomplished during the years 1928 
and 1929. I could cite many other instances, running from page 
152 to page 166, where are listed the different things that I 
have called attention to in the work the bureau has been en
gaged in during the years 1928 and 1929. 

Now, if the bureau wants to degrade itself, tQ detract from 
its scientific value to the industrial business of the country, let 
them continue to give consideration to these minor little matters. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition, and I 
ask unanimous consent that I may proceed for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlem{ln from Michigan asks unani
mous consent that he may proceed for 10 minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman and members of the commit

tee, my good friend from Wisconsin, who is certainly very 
active in connection with this bill and usually does fine, con
structive work, has made a serious mistake in this matter, and, 
as we say, "gotten off on the wrong foot." He would not have 
needed to indicate to the House that he is a bachelor and not 
familiar with reference to dress patterns. I think that un
familiarity is evident not only as to dress patterns but covers 
all the works of this splendid division. I have asked for a few 
minutes in order that I may present to you the value of 
standardization, and, I hope, set the gentleman right. When 
the gentleman is right he is very right, and when he is wrong 
nobody can be "wronger." [Laughter.] I think that has been 
well demonstrated by his attitude toward this very meritorious 
item in this bill. 

In the first place, I have some intimate knowledge of the 
work of this division. I have the honor and the plea,sure of per
sonal acquaintance with the man who is actively engaged in 
the work to which the gentleman objects. 

In the first place, may I quiet the fears of my good friend, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, by assuring him that the Bureau 
of Standards does not take up the work of standardization in 
the first instance until the demand for such service comes from 
industry itself? . 

About two years ago this new division was established in the 
bureau in response to the general demand, and it is intended to 
serve the needs of both producers and consumers in developing 
and recording standards in various lines of industry as a basis 
for everyday trade. Furthermore, the service provided by the 
division of commercial standards is extended only upon written 
request in order that there may be no possibility of Govern
ment interference in business. That business is proceeding in a 
thoroughly logical manner in asking this service is very gener
ally recognized. In many instances the intensive competition in 
the production and sale of many commodities and the conse
quent desire to produce greater volume has resulted in lower 
qualities, which in turn has acted as a boomerang on the indus
try itself and to that degree has weakened the standard of that 
commodity with the buying public. Specifications agreed upon 
by an entire industry as a basis for both production and market
ing have served as a means of restoring the confidence of con
sumers in various commodities thus adversely affected. 

It certainly is clear to me that it is very much in the public 
interest to see that waste is eliminated in the manufacture of 
articles widely produced, and from the consumer's standpoint it 
certainly seems a wise function of government to encourage 
every moYement that will improve the quality of commodities 
generally used. 

Right at this point it will be of much interest, I am sure, to 
detail something of the procedure that is followed by the Bureau 
of Standards in establishing a commercial standard for an 
,indiyidual pr_oduct. As st11ted a, :QlO!!,lent ~go, the Bureau 9f 
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• tnn<ltrcl do ~ not tnke up the matter until a reque t comes · 
from the indw try it. lf. 

I•'ollowing Hll ·h n requ :t fr m a repr . entative £troup pre
llmiiHH'Y me lings are held to s lect aud prepare a sp ·ification 
sati. factory to that particular branch of the indu try-pro
du<' rR, distributor., or con urn r., a, the ca e may be. After a 
sp ·ltication has l> • n · 1 cted ot· 11' •par d a· being ::;atisfactory 
to th proponent group, a large number of copies nre prepared 
and tran mitt d to all tho e dir Uy ·one rned, including pro
ducers, dl~trlbutor., and oonr-;umers, for comment and criticism, 
und a ompani d by an invitation to a g n ral c nference to dis-
u. th propos d commercial tandard. 'l'ra1l pa r are also 

:rnrn1shed copl · o! the pr p d c mmercial tandard for com
ment and critl<:i. m. li'ollowing the adjustments Umt naturally 
might c me from uch a general conference and final adoption 
by lt of the mm rclal standard, it is ent out with tbe re ro
m ndation that it will be made tb standard practice, and that 
the be.crt effor or the signer will be u ed in uring Its general 
adoption. Wh n a satisfactory majority of the producer , 
judg <1 by th ir volume of production, have approved tl1ls peci
ticnUon, and th r 1 no active oppo ition to it from any par
tkulur ~rOUl), the~~ ciflcation is tll n publl bed as a commercial 
tnndnrd. 

'l'h nc.lvantag to m. umer of the comm,erclal standards 
will b Cf'PI' •ially not u when it i r membered that under the 
mer handl~lng prn ·t lc of the pr s nt time tandnrd articl s 
•on tltute a Y ry lar~ part of r tuil trade. When con ·umers 

1 •urn that a •f'rtaln urtlcle bear the brand of a commercial
standard nrtlcl , th y ar a., ur d that it mea ·ures up to a cer
tain qunlJty thnt hns n a"Teed upon not only by tlle producers 
of th 1 nrti ·ular urtkl but al o ha been given mo ·t careful 
con id ration IJy th Bur au of Standards it elf. When they go 
to buy an arti ·1 th .y have the pledge of the Government of the 

uit <1 tate thnt it conform to a certain grade agreed upon. 
II r i an Hlustrntiou, and I again regret that my good 'Vls

con.·in friend ·nn not l> expect d to have much Wlderstandin.g 
or Information about it. 

n would be about u wid of the mark as he is in com
m<>ntlng on ladles' dr • pattern , bach lor such as he I . 
n r , f tho dirE'ct information, and I want to pre ent tile exact 
language of th bur au on that particulnr point. I shnll take 
wall pap r n an illu tration of the proc dure in various 
lJn • . Th hu • m put out a bookie ntitled "Wall Paper, 

mm rclnl Htandard, 16-20." That booklet bas been recently 
r h•n d: 

AJ,L PAPER 

'fhe printed i>o(lkl t ntitlcd "Wall Pnpcr, Commercial Standard 
16 2 ," hue recPntly be n relens d. The booklet sets forth the mini

mum quality r •qulrem nt for serviceable wall papers and estnbli hes 
stnotlnrd lz • and wl·lghts. 

'rl! rcqulr .mcnt of color fnstner , tog ther with adequate tests for 
its detcrmlntttlon, Is one of the important feature of the standard specl
tlc tlon. Grounding, or coating, weight of stock for cmbo, ed papers, 
nnd th manner of prlulfng are among other point covered. 

WhPn w 11 pap r 1 mad according to the commercial standard, 
mnnufn turer mny o label their products. The Wallpaper A. oclntlon 
of th Unlt Stnt s of Am rica ha adopt d a copyrighted label which 
members nrc to u. e on all papers conforming to the standard. The 
lnl 1, whlcb will npp ar on the back of wall-paper samples, reads as 
follows: 

"The manufaeturcr guarantees tbts wnll paper guaranteed to meet 
r ulr m nts of Unit d tntes comm rclal standard CS16-29, tssued by 
UnH d tate Dcpurtnll'nt of Commerce." 

An abbrevint d form of this guaranty may al o appear on the 
hng of th • paper. Thl label hould oon become the guide post to 

th~ purcba r f wall paper, giving a. uranc of atl factory service 
nnd providing n ba Is for r :e tabltshlng consumer confidence 1n this 
lmportnnt cl orntlv mat rtnt. 

'Vitbout ~olng Jnto more detail In this connection, I hould 
like to hnve p rml siou to ext nd my r m rk by including 
r f r nc s to oth r ·ommerclal articles that have attained the 
rnnk of a commci·c•ial standard, and I ask that permission at 
thla time. 

Tho CllAIR IAN. Without obj tion, it will be so ordered. 
Th('l' wn no ohj ·tlon. 
Mr. KilJT IIAM. Mr. hairmnn, in clo ing my remark~ may 
ju.t nil ntt ntion ngnin to tht> practical pha e of it, which I 

think that ls v ry well snmmartz d in thi statement? 
VALUE OF PRODUCT AFFEl'TJ:D BY C0'DlERClAL STANDARDS 

en. us reports nrc avnila ble for only a f w of the indu · tries which 
have adopt l1 comm(•rclnl standards, nnd the latest Ogur available were 
t•omt>ll c1 b tor th(•lr n<loptlon, but the tlgurc are indicative ot tbe 
mn ~:tnltud of the lndm;triC' now inter t d In the stabli hment of com
m l' inl tamln rd . 

L'A'XII-167 

Indu trial and dome!Jtlc fuel oils: The commrrdal standard covl:'rs 
ful:'l oll used tor dome tic bl:'atin~ and indu, trial heating and power 
g neraUon. Value of production In 1927. 357,631,0 3. 

toddard olvent: This is a petroleum distillate used by dry cleaners. 
It is Jncludl:'d under naphtha in the census report. Value of production 
in 1927, 6 ,943,123. 

Wall paper: Value of production in 1927, $30,0:>9,153. 
Dre s pattern~: Value of prodnctlon in 1927, $13,782,356. Total for 

!our industrie, • $4 70,415,715. 
SAYI. ·cs EFFECTED THROt:GU COM:UERCIAL STA."DAROS 

Bu ·ine saving. from the u e of commercial standards are largely 
lntan~,rible, due to the !unuamentnl nature of the benefits all'orded, such 
a improvPd quality of product, Increased good will, customer snti fac
tion, stabllJzatlon of trade, etc. Estlmatin" a saving of 2 per CE>.nt in 
the value of production due to the application of commercial standards 
to the four indo. trle listed above the financial benefits indicated nre In 
ere of 9,400,000. 

From this statement it i clear that there is a saving and 
financial benefit of at least 9.400,000, and this for an expendi
ture of omething like $75,000, which is subscribed by the 
men who are directly int re ted. Let u not forg t these pro
du<.-er , di tributor , as well as con umer are the people thus 
directly interested in th variou · product as they are tbe one 
who take the initiative. Recall aO'ain that the Bureau of 

tandards doe not enter into any one of these arrangement 
until a group of manufacturer g ts togetb r and requests that 
it do o, and then it come~ into the picture. When theJ· get 
together, then the speciali ts of the Bur au of Standard give 
their advice anu coun l, and then the matter is turned over to 
the manufacturers themselves. 

They a aree upon these standard , and when they meet c rtain 
conditions of the Bureau of tandards then this lahel of com
mercial tandnrd i allowed to be put on the product. I think 
all of you, a practical men, realize the point of that. From 
the con umer ' ·tandpoint no debate is required. It 1 a worth
while ervice, and I am surpri ed that our good friend, the 
gentleman from Wiscon in [Mr. STAFFORD] should take a pot 
hot at this particular item. In my opinion, he bas gone very 

wide of tbe mark ot his usual con ~tructive critici m. I com
mend to him a further study of dre ~s patterns and other item 
where commercial standards have been published and when he 
doe c me to the knowledge that a bachelor really ought to have 
of dre patterns before he di cu ~e it publicly, I am ure that 
when thi · appropriation bill n xt comes up he will find him elf 
a warm advocate of the Bureau of Standards and a supporter of 
this item. I sincerely tru t no modification of tbe item will 
be made and no limitation of the appropriation be countenanced 
for a moment. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Micb\·· 
"'an [Mr. KETCHA ] has cover d the subject so well that very 
little can be added to it. I de ·re only to read to the committee 
only one or two . entences covering the subjects which the gen
tleman from Wi consln [Mr. STAFFORD] believed to be not within 
tbe cope of this cientific institution. Without in the slighte ·t 
intending to b little the other bureaus of the Government pro
vided for in this bill, my belief i that the Bureau of Standard 
is the most useful branch of the Government for which we ap- • 
propriate in this entire bill. 

We have had so much experience in waste in thts country, 
pecially in the early day , that it was ab olutely neces. ary 

that we now have a bit of standardization and have as much 
efficiency and economy in production as is humanly possible in 
order to compete with manufacturer of foreign countries. wh~re 
the standard of wage is so low. Take, for in tance, thL quE's
.tion of dre pattern., which the ~entleman from Wi. cousin 
ridicule..:;. There was a time when every manufactur r of dr~. s 
had bales of thousands and thou and of pound. of material 
old as wa. te at a fraction of a <'ent a pound. The dre. in
du~try 1 one of the big and important industrie. of thi. country. 
It employs over half a million people. The matter of pattern 
does not refer to style at all. It doe not refer to color. It does 
not even refer to the length of tbe ~kirt. It refer to the pat
tern of the material. The re. earcb and r ult of the bureau 
on this subject can be obtained from the bearing : 

I read now from the hearings: 
It will al o tend to standardize the width of various types of pi ce 

good. , since tbe width or woolens, silks, and cotton r cogniz •d for pnt· 
tern layouts will be u ed as a bnsls for listing the quantity of material 
required for each dre s pattern. 

Mr. Chairman, the saving of even a half of an inch a yard of 
material on eacb dres mean~ the saving of hundred of thou
and of dollar to the dre~- indu try, which, of course, refi ts 

into the co t of tbe dress to the ultimate purchaser. 
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Then the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD] refers to 

skids. Of course, skids in its political sense does not at all in
terfere with the law of physics. Skids, politically speaking, are 
a matter easily understood, and they do not require the study of 
the Bureau of Standards. 

Sci·iously, though, so important was · the re~earch made by the 
Burr au of Standards in this connection that it will result in 
enormous savings to railroads and shippers, which again is 
bound to be to the benefit of the consumer. I will just read a 
paragraph from the report concerning this work : 

Estimates made by the standin.~ committee on material handling ~n 
general indicate that possible savings to the railways will amount to 
$25,000,000 per year, and that savings to shippers and consignees 
throughout the country will amount to four or five times this figure. 
This program is known as simplified practice recommendation No. 95-28 
and is available in printed form at the Government Printing Office. 

Nothing can be added to the impressive figures of the result 
of the findings of research on the question of handling freight. 
So much for skids. 

So that here we have a bureau where the industries of the 
country may pool their difficulties at a low cost and have the 
best scientific institution in the world at their disposal to make 
the necessary investigations and obtain real results. The scien
tific findings of this bureau are daily being applied to every 
industry in our country. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the most 
useful branches of the American Government and is doing 
excellent work. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Utilization of waste products from the land : For the survey of the 

possibilities of the industrial utilization of waste products from the 
land, including coopeeation with colleges, other institutions, and manu
facturers, including personal services in the District of Columbia and 
in the field, $52,700. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph just read con
tinues an appropriation for the utilization of what have become 
known as waste farm products. 

I want to thank the subcommittee, of which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. SHREVE] is chairman and the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. AcKERMAN] a ranking member, for 
the interest they have taken in this particular appropriation. 
They were quick to grasp the possibilities of this utilization, 
and it is now my pleasure to report to them and to the House 
tllat these appropriations have brought substantial results. 

I think it was four years ago when two men came from 
Iowa on this mission. One of them was Dr. 0. R. Sweeney, 
head of the chemical and mining engineering department of 
Iowa State College, at Ames, Iowa, and the other was Dr. 
Herman Knapp, then acting president of the college. I had 
long known of Doctor Sweeney and his experimental work. I 
had known that he had served in the World War as a chemist 
and that in some useful experiment he had suffered injury to his 
sense of hearing, a war disability honorably incurred. After 
the war he plunged into the work of reclaiming the wastes of 
the farms. · 

When he came to Washington he called on me because he had 
knowledge of my interest in similar chemical developments in 
connection with corn sugar. He told me that in his limited 
laboratory at Ames-a laboratory that the State of Iowa has 
since increased-he had gone as far as he could. He wanted 
to know if Federal assistance could not be obtained. I listened 
to his story, which read like a story from a fairy book, and 
told him that I knew of one man who could understand him 
better than I could, and who could help him, and that man was 
Herbert Hoover, then Secretary of Commerce. I picked up 
the telephone and succeeded in making a connection with Mr. 
Hoover. In a few words I explained to him what I wanted. 
Mr. Hoover said, "Bring him over at once," and I think that 
he added that he always liked to talk to chemical and engi
neering " cranks." 

It was not necessary for Doctor Sweeney to speak at great 
length to the Secretary of Commerce. Taking advantage of 
the doctor's deafness, Mr. Hoover turned to me and said, "He 
speaks my language all right." Turning to Doctor Sweeney 
he said, " How much monr.y in your opinion will it take to put 
the National Government back of your experiments?" 

"Fifty thousand dollars," the doctor replied, with character
istic Iowa modesty, and he added that he hoped he was not 
asking too much. 

"Your friend is modest enough," Mr. Hoover whispered to me. 
"He might well ask for $500,000 if he can realize one-half of 
his dreams and not offend my sense of the financial proprie
ties." 

Secretary Hoover called his car and sent me with Doctor 
Sweeney and Doctor Knapp to call on the Director of the 
Bureau of Standards, Dr. George K. Burgess. Doctor Burgess 
needed even less time than Mr. Hoover to be convinced of the 
merits in Doctor Sweeney's proposition. As a matter of fact, 
Doctor Burgess himself had already given this matter extended 
study, and in his preceding annual report he had devoted con
siderable space to the consideration of these very same agricul
tural wastes. Having the indorsement of Secretary Hoover 
and of Director Burgess, both Mr. Hoover and myself presented 
the matter to President Coolidge, who added his approval and 
commended the matter to the consideration of the Bureau of the 
Budget, where it was accepted as a proper appropriation. 

There was only one more river to cross, and that was the 
Appropriations Committee of the House, or, rather, the subcom
mittee, to which I have already paid my compliments. All of 
the initial appropriation was not spent at Ames, for under 
national law tlle benefits were distributed among colleges doing 
similar work. The General Assembly of Iowa recognized the 
participation of the National Government in the experiments at 
Ames to the extent of appropriating $150,000 to erect a labora
tory and to furnish equipment corresponding with the magnitude 
and the importance of the work to be carried on. 

In this laboratory at Ames, aided by many assistants and by 
experts of the Bureau of Standards, Doctor Sweeney has worked 
away, and is still working. He has developed many processes 
which he has patented in the name of the State of Iowa, seeking 
not wealth for himself but seeking to promote the welfare of 
the agricultural people of the State and of the country. I know 
personally that in the meantime he has received many tempting 
offers from private corporations. They have held out to him 
rewards in comparison with which his modest salary at the col
lege is a mere bagatelle. If he had accepted any one of these 
many offers, no business man could have blamed him. But he 
was strong enough in his sense of service to the public to refuse 
all sucll offers. Like a true man of science, he was content 
with but little for himself, while he was dreaming of vast things 
for the public. In the years to come I hope that he may have 
a monument at Ames or at the capital in Des Moines, 30 miles 
away. But his best monument will be the work that he has 
done. / 

A few weeks ago announcement was made of the organiza
tion of a strongly financed corporation-! think with a capital 
of $1,000,000-with headquarters in Chicago for the utilization 
of agricultural wastes, based on the discoveries and develop
ments made by Doctor Sweeney. Among the men prominent in 
this corporation is Ron. Frank 0. Lowden, who hails from a 
farm home in Hardin County, Iowa, not far from Ames College. 

In the initial announcement is included the statement that the 
corporation will seek to realize commercially the dreams of 
Doctor Sweeney who will serve as a director and technical 
adviser, but without giving up his useful work at the college. 
One plant which will come under the control of this corporation, 
at Dubuque, Iowa, has already been in successful operation, 
principally in the manufacture of wall board and other substi
tutes for lumber. 

The assembling of the stalks is one of the main problems to 
be solved. 'l'his assembling must be done at as low a price as 
possible, so that the products may be offered in competition with 
the products of the lumber industry. I am informed that a 
harvesting machine has been developed at Ames under the direc
tion, or at least inspiration, of Doctor Sweeney, that will 
make it possible to assemble these stalks in an economical 
manner. 

I will not attempt to enlarge upon the uses that can be and 
that I believe will be made of these products that are now 
largely going to waste. It is not too much to hope that in due 
time the pulp of these stalks can be and will be substituted for 
the wood pulp that we are now importing, I think to the extent 
of around a quarter of a billion dollars' worth annually in the 
making of print and other papers. The possibilities are un
limited, and the field is as wide as the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to extend my remarks on this 
subject and to include therein a letter I have received from 
Doctor Sweeney. 
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'l'h CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to tbe request of tbe 

•c·ntl(•man from lown, to extend hi· remark. in tbe manner 
hallc·at <l? 

'l'lwr waH no objection. 
DOCTOU SWY.JC, 'EY'S Llll'TER TO MR. COL• 

lion. \REI'OUS OLa, 
llou • o( llcpr 8CfttC.tiVC8, Wa hingtcm., D. 0. 

liAR • m: I tllou;;ht you would b interested to know, 1f you do not 
alnady kn~>w , that th agrJ ultural wa!rt bu lne Is developing very 
nk ly, nnd 1" cr nting a very favornbl lmpre slon clue to its progre s 
throu~hout th tutc of Iowa. 

W have r •c ntly coU cted e.nougb capital to commercialize some of 
Uw <' d r.v • lopmeut~;, nnd ut th pr nt Ume we are oft:ering $10 a ton 
for th~ C'orn talks dellvcn•d at DubuQue. At this tlsrure it is po slble 
for 1h«' farmer to make quite a llttle monPy. By this time next Y<'ar we 
11 pe to hav the collection probl m o d velopecl tbnt this will be a very 
mntcrlnl ~;ource or rev nue. Du to the location of your district, farm-
rs thcr are shlppln stalk to Dubuque, and the whole project is 

Ol!)VIng along with, I tbJnk, considerable succ 
I ' ant d to drop you tbl letter to let you know tbnt quite recently 

w have lnt • t d omc plendld men r preS('nting good finance and 
ngt•l ultur , and the or nnlzatlon called National Cornstalk Proc 
(Inc.), has b . n floated with a vi .w to d veloping the discoveries 
mn<l ber at Am . I know of no one who has been more helpful in 
the proj~ t than you, and for that rea on I wtUltcd you to know about 
ft. 1 um n t ure that tb good people of Iowa really reeognlze the 
gr at lmportanc of your llelp. Whenever I have an opportunity, 
bow v r, you an b Jlevo me when I sny th t you get proper credit. 

• • • • • • 
1 bop t11at tb Government bclp can be continned, and the Bureau 

of tnn<.lnrds I going to a k agnln for the appropriation which you 
got fur us, tUld I bop that you can still f~l your help should be 
coming to u , nnd be on tb lookout for that 1tem fD the Budnet 
when tt comt'R before ongr 

Th next lime you nre in Iowa I hope that we enn arrange to go 
down to Dubuque together. I know you would be pleased with the 
spl ndld plant we bnv in operation there, and I hope that the time 
Is not tar orr wb<'n Iown wm be dotted with just such !rtructures. They 
are doubling tb :Cur!urnl plAnt in Ceclar RnpldH, and we are driving 
ahead on furfural to try to make it a major chemical for use tn the 
country. I want to see you before very long so I can tell you tlrst
bund jttRt whnt d('velopment are und r wny, and what the set-up is. 

Wltb my cordial best wlsb!'.S to you, I am very truly your , 
0. R. Sw N&Y, 

Prof aor of Ohcm4ool Bnqincerlng Iowa State College. 

Mr. 'IIH.EVE. The committee greatly appreciate the state
m nt which the gentleman trom Iowa [ ir. CoLE] has ju t 
rnatlc. I r ~nll tbe proposition which he brought to the atten
tlon of the committ four years ago. A.t that time we did 
not fully r aliz thnt It wa po~~lble to obtain the re ult to 
which h ha ju t ref rred to, but we thought that omething 
good mi •ht come out of th inve:tigation. I am glad we bave 
carried n tho~ appropriatioru; during th se three or four 
y am, nn(} I am d lighted to know thut th y ha,·e turned out to 
th advnntag of all the people of the country. 

The UAm IAN. Without obj ction, the pro forma amend
m ut is with<lrawn. The lerk will read. 

lerk read as f llows : 
R ttr d pay : For relirecl pay of ot!lcers and employees engaged in the 

fi ld scrvl or on v ssels o! the Llghtbouso ervice, except persons 
contJnuouf'ly employed in district omc nod shop , $324,000. 

Mr. BRIGG Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Tll HAIR A . The gentleman from Texa moves to strike 
out the In t word. 

Mr. BlUGG. . Mr. 'h lrman, in this connection I would like 
to n, k any mcruber of the committe what i the situation with 
r t r n to llghtbou keeper who b ome incapacitated in 
tl1i rvice-men who llnve not lo t their status as employees, 
but who bav b om permanenUy di. abl d. The ca e I have 
in mind particularly 1 one where sometime ago one of tb light
bon keep r became mentally derang d and was sent for treat
m nt to 't. Ellzab th llo. pital here. The probabilities were 
that h . would n v r return to duty; but during the time he wa N 
undergoing ti tm nt ln th ho pital h was put on the sus
P nded li t and paym nt of lary wa su ;pended ; and as I 
r coll t it he was not allowed to draw any r tlrement pay. 
na that situation b n corrected, so that such employees can 
n w g t r tir ment pay and al o ho pitalization? 

Mr. A KERMAN. I will ay to tbe g ntleman that so far a 
thnt i cone rn 1, SO days' annual 1 ave is allowed, but no 
provi ion is made to take care of cases of that kind. 

Mr. BRIGG . I under tand that it Is not uncommon for men 
in the Lighthouse ervice to suffer in a limited number of cases 
from mental derang ment. The difficulty for them i · to sus
tain th m elves if they can not have their salary; and yet I 
onder ·tand the ·ervice is unable to pay them the r tirement pay 
while they are being treated in a Government hospital and being 
given an opportunity to recover. omething should be done 
about it. 

Mr. ACKERMAN. That i a matter that require legl la
tion, and the Committee on Appropriations can not handle it at 
th present time. 

Mr. BRIGGS. A.nd legi.·lntlon has not yet been provided to 
cover that situation? 

Mr. ACKERMAN. It has not been. 
Mr. BRIGG . Mr. hairman, I withdraw the pro forma 

amendment. 
The CHAffiMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Tbe Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Commutation of rations (not to e:xce(>d $1 per day) may be p.lid to 

officers and crews of ve. ~cis of the Bureau of Fi heries during the 
fi cal year 1931 under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
Commerce. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out tbe la. t two wor<ls. 
· The CHAIRM:A.... The gentleman from New York mov s to 
strike out the Ia t two word .. 

Mr. O'CO ffiLL of New York. I wonder if the generous 
chairman of the committee will tell me what they are going 
to do with thi dollar a day a commutation of rations? 

Mr. SHREVE. That is for food. 
Mr. 0' O .. mELL of New York. A dollar a day for food? 
Mr. SHREVE. Yes. 
Mr. 0' ON.~. ELL of New York. I hope the g ntlemnn is 

not seriou in aylng that. 
Mr. SHREVE. You know that is considerably more than 

tbe Navy ha. 
Mr. O'CO:NNELL of New York. I thought we had a basic 

legal rate of 7 a day? 
Mr. SHREVE. This is simply on vessels, I will say to tbe 

gentleman. 
.Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 

tbe pro forma amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk will rea<l . . 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For the Commissioner of Patents and other personal services in the 

District of Colombia, $3,474,930, of which amount $24,100 shall be 
immediately available: Provided, That of the amount herein appro
printed not to exceed $25,000 may be nsed for . pccial and temporary 
service of typists certified by the Civil Service Commi sion, who may 
be employed fD such numbers, nt $4 per diem, as may, tn the judgment 
of the Commi sioner of Patent , be neces ary to keep current the work 
of furnishing manuscript copies of records. 

Mr. OLIVER of .Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend
ment. 

The CHAIR !AN. The gentleman from Alabama offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment otrcred by Mr. OLIVO of Alabama: On page 93, line 16, 

after the word " record ," strike out the period and insert the following 
proviso: 

"Pro1>idea further, That of the amount appropriatecl herein, the 
sum of $229,380 shall not be ayailable for u e by the Patent Office 
untll legislation pending before the Congress to amend section 476 
and 4934 of the Revised Statutes, and section 1 of the trade-mark act 
of February 20, 1905, as amended, shall be enacted into law." 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
was prepared by the committee and is ubmitted with their ap
proval and ha the approval of the legi lative committee ban
dUng patent matters. It was brought to our attention that the 
legisla.tive committee had unanimou .. Jy reported a bill providing 
rea nable increa es in patent fees, the purpo e being to provide 
additional temporary employe s and to add to the receipts of the 
Patent Office so as to m et the expen e incident to the employ
ment of this temporary force. That bill will likely come before 
the Bouse next week. The gentleman from Indiana (1\lr. 
VESTAL], who is in charge of the 1egi lative bill, bas been con
ulted as to this proviso and gives his appro\al to it. Your com

mittee felt we were proceeding in an orderly, businesslike way in 
proposing this limitation. 
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It has always been understood, and the committee reporting 

this legislation has felt that the Patent Office could well stand 
a slight increase in fees, such as the legislative committee has 
recommended. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is the Bureau of Patents 

catching up with its work at all? 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes; they are catching up, and this 

will enable them to adYance more rapidly. I yield to the gentle
man from Indiana. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, I might say in answer to the 
gentleman from Washington that it is the purpose of the Patent 
Committee to try and secure appropriations sufficient to employ 
extra examiners, so that this bureau may be able to give reason
able service to the applicants for patents, which it has not been 
able to do in the last two years. The Appropriations Committee 
has been very kind in giving us quite a good deal more of an 
appropriation this year. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. How far behind is the Patent 
Office work? 

Mr. VESTAL. About 11 months. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It is about a year behind? 
Mr. VESTAL. Yes. 
Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes. 
Mr. DYER. I want to ask a question of either the chairman 

of the Committee on Patents or the chairman of the subcommit
tee. Can either of the gentlemen state the approximate amount 
paid to examiners in the Patent Office? 

Mr. SHREVE. I can answer the gentleman. The salaries 
run from about $2,000 to about $6,600. 

Mr. DYER. Are there a number receiving as much as $6,000? 
Mr. SHREVE. They will from now on. 
Mr. DYER. So there is a substantial increase provided? 
Mr. SHREVE. I think about 17. The intention of the com

mittee was to increase those in the higher brackets. 
Mr. DYER. As the gentleman perhaps knows a great part 

of the work which these examiners ought to be able to do in 
order . to satisfy people is now going to the Court of Customs 
and Patent Appeals. My information is that that work is taking 
up a great part of the time of that court, and that it is getting 
heavier all the time. My idea was that if you could provide 
men who are competent and fully qualified to pass upon these 
matters in the Patent Office it would avoid a great deal of this 
work leaving the office on appeal. -

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. You will be interested to know 
that our committee felt, in view of the study made by the legis
lative committee, of which the gentleman from Indiana is 
chairman, we should confer with him; such conference was had 
and our committees are in full agreement as to what should be 
done to relieve the situation in the Patent Office. 

1\Ir. VESTAL. May I say this further, that within the last 
three weeks examiners have been taken out of one grade and 
placed in a grade higher so that they may receive from $5,600 
to $6.000 a year. 

Mr. DYER. That is very fine information. 
Mr. VESTAL. Then we are expecting to have 110 addi

tional examiners to take care of this work. 
Mr. DYER. Gentlemen know, of course, that patent litiga

tion is one of the most intricate and difficult parts of the 
jurisprudence which comes before the courts. It often takes 
weeks of the time of the court to try a single case because 
there are so many technical matters and things to be con
sidered and passed upon, and I was hoping that at some time 
not too far in the future the· Committee on Patents would bring 
to us for consideration legislation to provide for a court of 
patent appeals, so that the President might secure for that 
court men who are specially fitted and well qualified to pass 
upon such intricate and difficult matters. I think that eventu
ally we must have such a court, and probably before very long. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield in that par-
ticular? l 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I yield. 
Mr. STAFFORD. The thought suggested by the ranking 

member of the Committee on the Judiciary [Mr. DYER] calls to 
mind the question that was broue-ht up by President Taft as to 
whether we should have specialized courts to try appellate mat
ters or whether the appellate court should be one of general 
jurisdiction to pass on all matters. During his administration 
at his urgent request, as many Members recall, Congress created 
the Court of Commerce Appeals. The legislation was seriously 
contested in the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce, of which I was then a member, under the leadership of 
that great statesman, James R. Mann, and it was only by a 
narrow majority of one that the bill was reported. This change 

ot one was the result, more or less, of pressure exerted from the 
White House. It was seriously contended then that we should 
have these specialized courts. Later on, after 10 or 12 years 
of trial, this special appellate court was abolished. There 
developed in practice serious objections to a one-sided court. 

I think the great vice in connection with our patent litigation 
has been that we have had too poorly paid examiners. A pat
ent of the United States does not have the value of a patent 
issued, for instance, by Germany. It is only prima facie evi
dence, when issued by the United States, that it has patent
ability. At present those charged with infringement of a patent 
do not regard the patents issued by the United States Patent 
Office as of any great value, and they go to the district court 
and contest them, because the Patent Office has been so free in 
the granting of such patents. 

'!'here have been many instances where patents have been 
granted where such patents were not warranted by conditions, 
and this is all traceable to the fact that we have not paid ade
quate salaries to keep our examiners in office. They come out 
of law school, go through this probationary period in the Patent 
Office for four or six years, and then go out into private prac
tice with the claimed prestige of having had this experience as 
examiners of patents in the Patent Office at Washington. The 
salary has not been alluring enough to retain good and compe
tent men to pass judgment upon the intricacies of the matters 
submitted, and I question very seriously whether the proposal 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DYER], though 
it is worthy of consideration, to have a special court of patent 
appeals, should be adopted, because it has been found by many 
who have given serious thought to this question to be better to 
have.our appellate courts of general jurisdiction rather than of 
specialized jurisdiction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OLIVER]. 

The· amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For furniture and filing cases, $60,000. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

I would like to ask the chairman of the subcommittee whether 
this item of $60,000 is existing law or whether this appropriation 
is in addition to existing law, and I will tell the gentlem·an why 
I ask the question. 

The last time I had occasion to go to the Patent Office, price
less patent records were thrown all over the place. There were 
no conveniences there for housing them, and if they were lost 
they could not be duplicated. I called the attention of the chair
man last year to this item, and the gentleman said it was being 
taken care of, and I would now like some information about it. 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes; we are appropriating about $60,000 a 
year for the purpose of taking care of these filing cases, and this 
is about all they can absorb each year. The work is going along 
now in fine shape, and I think if the gentleman will pay another 
visit to this office he will find a different situation. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Then these records will be 
protected against fire? 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes; they are all fireproof filing cases. 
The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows : . 
Helium plants: For helium production and conservation, including 

acquisition of helium-bearing gas land or wells by purchase, exchange, 
lease, or condemnation, or interest in such land ot· wells, the purchase, 
lease, construction, or modification of plants, pipe lines and accessories, 
compressor stations, camp buildings, and other facilities for the produc
tion, transportation, storage, and purification of helium and helium
bearing gas, including acquisition of sites and rights of way therefor, by 
purchase, lease, or condemnation, and including supplies and equip
ment, expenses of travel and subsistence, maintenance and operation of 
motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles, and all other necessary 
expenses, inCluding not to exceed $6,560 for personal services in the 
District of Columbia, and including the payment of obligations incurred 
under the contract authorization carried under this heading in the 
Department of Commerce appropriation act for the fiscal year 1930, 
$306,190: Provided, That in addition thereto the unexpended balance of 
tho appropriation made under this beading for the fiscal year 1930 is 
reappropriated and made available for the above purposes for the fiscal 
year 1931 : Pro~ided further, That. no part of the appropriation herein 
made may be expended except With the approval of the President : 
Provided fut·ther, That the Secretary of Commerce may, with the ap
proval of the President, enter into contracts incurring additional obli
gations not in excess of $500,000, and his action in so doing shall be 
deemed a contractual obligation of the Federal Government: Pt·ovided 
tu.rther, That the acquirement of leases, sites, and rights of way under 
terms customary in the oil and gas industry, including obligations to 
pay rental in advance and to pay damages to lands, crops, or structures 
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nrl ·tnc out ot tl1e Governm nt's o~ratlons, ls autborhed: Protmlecl 
(ttrth r, That should valuable products other than bellum-bearing gas 
1.1 ells ov rpd In w lis acquired or drilled for bellum-bearing gas und r 
thl appropriation th cret.ary of Commerce 1 authorized to provide 
for tb dlspo. nl ot. said w lis or the products therefrom, by the con
trn<·tH und r wlll b the property is acquired, or otherwl. e, in accordance 
with th int r t. of tho Oov rom nt ther fn and 1o tbe manner which, 
tn hi~; opinion, 1 moRt advantageous to the Government. 

Mr. JiJAT N of lorado. Mr. hairmnn, I move to strike out 
tlw last word. I <1 . ire to a k the gentleman from Penn ylvania. 
[Ml'. 'mti<;\'E] wh •tllCr in th appropriation of $232,000 for oil, 
gus, and oil sllul inve.·tigntions, n shown on page 99 of the 
pr·int <1 bill, tb r i includ d a continuation of the 6,000 ap
propriuUon for ~uch work nt tbe Univ rsity of Colorado in con
n tl n with the Unit d tnt s Government Bureau of Mines. 

1\Ir. 'llU.E E. Mr. 'hairman, for the information of the 
g 'Utlemun, I will suy thnt the committee ha carried this item 
in actly tb am amount, 232,000, as last year, and last 
y nr Uli op ration wns can-led on in conjunction with the Uni
V('r ·tty of ol rado. I have no knowledge of it being propo ed 
not to continu it thi y •ar, and in fact it is the recommenda· 
tlon of the mmltt that it be continued. I feel sati ·fled that 
th work wlll go on the same a it hn in the past 

Mr. McKE WN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
pro forma nmendm nt. 

Mr. huirmnn aud g ntlemen, I think, as a matter of fact, 
part of tbf b llum provi ·ion i subject to a point of order, 
ul I am not going to rai. it. 

I imply want to nil the mmittee's attention to this fact: 
I hnv r !ad the b nring., and the policy of the committee is to 
• p• n<l b lium <l ·v l pme.nt through the Bur au of Mines for 
th purpo f furni. hing helium to the avy and the Army. 
I hnv no fault to find with the committee, in trying to save as 
mu ·h mou y for th ov rom nt as it can, but under the ba ic, 
fundam ntal, rgnnic lnw d uling with helium it wa contem
plat d U1at H1i bu ·in • would go into the hand of private in· 
dividuul nn<l that tbe ov rument, through Its Bureau of 
Min ·:, w uld n. ·ertnin from tim to time wh ther or not pri
vat iudustry was elling the. bellum to the Navy and the Army 
nt r a. ounbl prlc and if n t, they would buy it from the 
G v rnm nt. 

Now, the committ ba taken the position that they are 
going to 1 t th Ul-enu of Mine take over all the helium 
n uilable. In I ott r C unty, Te.x., they have bought some 
26, ncr s f lund nn 1 are suppol' d to take on 23,000 acres 
mor • to stabli1-1h n Aupply for 260 years. 

1.'bnt 1 all w 11 and g d a fur as it go s, but the propo. i
tion here, n I und r tand it, i to take it out of privat hands. 
You will not 1 t us e port h lium. Helium is produced in the 

tnt of olorndo to u gr ater p r ntage tban in any other 
w 11 dl over 1 yet. 

If the ptivnt indu tri of the country can have a chance 
to liv and d v lop for dom tic need.', nltbougl1 we can not 
hip it out, tb r nre many u s for that ga., especially in the 

<1 v 1 pment of the gr nt Zeppelins, which they want to develop 
in ord r to b. ve u e ful air . rvice. 

I nm not going to quarr 1 with the c mmittee. 
Th c mmitt ha. it own i<lea and i own right , but I 

cull its utt ntion to the fact that tbe organic law propo;;ed that 
privnt • individuals llould handl the matter, and the Govern
ment Rtny out, ex ~pt that th y would go on and develop it to 

if tlwy ould . trn ·t it ut a ch p r pri . 
I am ·orry tbnt my fri nd the late gentleman from Ma 

<·hu ti..._, Mr. Frothingham, i' not her . He was the leader in 
th . nd ption of the lnw relative to helium. In the p age of 
thut bill, in the d at , the po ition was taken tbat it wa for 
private indu. try. 

'V ar tryin~ to g t .,hlp into plivnte l1and , and we pro
.t'<l on v ry otb •r theory to get buRin ~ into private hands. 
I urn alling thi to th' at.t ntlon of the llouse becau e the 

})Olley ha b en to In r a: til activity of th Bureau of Mine . 
1.'h y ar, :xp n<ling and llnve got it where they are furnishin" 
m r 1bun th ~avy cnn tak . I do not blame the committee 
thnl th Tnvy Ahould b wh r it can buy the cheapest, but I 
nll ntt •nUon to tb fact that you will not give private indu try 

n cl1an to de\'elop this "'rent resource that we lu1ve in this 
country. 

'l'h IIAIRM . Without objection, the pro forma amend-
m nt will b withdrawn, and the Cieri<: will read. 

The 'Jerk r ad n follow : 
During 1.b fl cnl y nr 1931 the head of noy department or lnde

pl'ndl'nt tabliRhm nt <>( the Government having fund avaUable tor 
cl«>nt lfic lnv<'Rllgnttons and r('(]uiriog cooperative work by the Bur an 

ot Mlnc:>R on cicntlfic lnv<'stl&ntlons within the scope of the functions of 

that bureau and which 1t fs unable to perform within the limits of its 
appropriations may, with the approval of the Secretary of Commerce, 
transfer to the Bureau of Mines such sums as may be n ce Rnry to carry 
on such inve tigatlons. The Secretary of the Treasury shall trao fer on 
the books of the Treasury Department any ums which may be author-· 
ized hereunder, and such amounts sbnll be placed to the credit of the 
Bur au of Mines for the performance of work for the department or 
t>Stnblishmeot from which the transfer is ronde: Provided, That any 
sums transferred by any department or independent e tablishmeot of 
the Government to the Bureau of Mines for cooperative work in connec
tion with this appropriation muy be expended in the same manner as 
sums appropriated herein mny be expended. 

Mr. JOHNSON ot Washington. Mr. hairman, I move to 
trike out the last word. I want to a k the chairman if this is 

new legislation? 
Mr. SHREVE. No; it bas been carried for some time-10 

years at least 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I withdraw the pro forma 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

CO.'TINGE. 'T lUl'EN ES, DEPARTMENT OJI' LABOR 

For contingent and miscellaneous expeos s of the offices and bureaus 
of the department, for which appropriations for contingent and miscel
laneous expenses are not specifically made, including the purclm e of 
stationery, f~rniture, and repair to the same, carpets, matting, oilcloth, 
tile cases, towels, ice, brooms, soap, sponges, laundry, street-car fares, 
not exce ding $200 ; lighting and beating; purchase, exchange, main· 
tenaoce, and repair of motor cycles and motor truck ; purchase, ex
change, maintenance, and repair of a motor-propelled pa. oger-carrying 
vehicle, to be used only for official purpo ·e ; freight and express 
charges ; newspaper clippings not to exc~ 1, 00, po tage to foreign 
couotrle , telegraph and telephone service, typewrit<'rs, adding ma· 
chin , and other labor-saving d vice ; purcba .e of Jnw book , books of 
reference, newspapers, and periodicals, !or which payment may be made 
ln advance; not exceeding 3,650 ; in all, $:>5,500; and in uddltion 
thereto such sum as may be necessa y, not in excess of $13,500, to 
faclUtate the purchase, through the central purchasing office o.s pro
vided in the act approved June 17, 1910 (U. S. C., title 41, sec. 7), of 
certain upplle tor the Immlgrnt1on Service, hall be deducted from the 
appropriation "Expen es of regulating immtgraUoo" made !or the fiscal 
year 1931 and added to the appropriation " Contingent expen, , De
partment of. Labor," for that year; and the total sum thereof shall be 
and constitute the appropriation for contingent expen e !or the Depart
ment of Labor, to be expended through the central purchasing office 
(Division of Publications and Supplies), D pnrtment of Labor: Pt·o
"icled~ That expenditures from appropriations cootnlned In this act for 
the maintenance, upkeep, and repnir, exclusive of carage rent, pay of 
operntor, :tuel, and lubricants, on any one motor-propelled pa nger
carrying vehicle used by the Depnrtment of Labor shall not xcecd 
<>ne-tb1rd of the market price of a new vehicle of the same make or 
elnss, and in any case not more than $500: Pt-ovidecl, That section 
3709 of the Revised Statutes of the United Stat ball not be coo-
8trued to apply to any purchase or service rendered tor the Department 
ot Labor when the aggregate amount involved does not ~ceed the sum 
of $50. 

Mr. JOB..... 0..... of Washington. 1\fr. Chairman, I move to 
amend on page 10 , line 13, by triking out the figures " 1,800 " 
and in · rting the figur " 1,300." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
The Clerk read as follows: 
.Amendment by Mr. JOHNSO!'l of Wa hington: Page 10 , line 13, strike 

out the ign and figures " $1,800 " and in ert sign and figure " 1,300." 

1\lr. JOHNSON of Wa hington. l'tfr. Chairman, tbi item i · 
for clippings from newspaper not exceeding 1, 0. The 
amendment propo ed reduc it to $1,300. If that hould be car
ried, I will offer an amendment at the bottom of the next page 
to increa e the sum from '240,000 for printing to 240.500. 
That is so in the hope the department can print enough of the 
COpies of tbe lt:!,W and rernlations in relation to immig-ration 
to supply the Members of the House with what they need, as 
well a upply the reque t from lawyer and other .. 

Mr. BREVE. Mr. Chairman, we will accept the amendment; 
The CHAIRMA...~. The qu ~tion is on the amendment offereu 

by tbe gentleman from Wa hington. 
The amendment wa agre d to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Printing and binding: For printing and binding for the Department 

of Labor, including all it bureau , offices, institutions, and Rervices 
locut •d in Washington, District of Columbia, and el ewher , $:.!40,000. 

Mr. JOH~ ON of Wa hington. 'Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment, which I send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Page 109, line 

24, stdke out " $240,000 " and insert in lieu thereof " $240,500, of 
which $500 shall be available at once." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. This is the amendment that 
is a companion to the other one. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, the committee will accept the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Traveling expenses of special agents and employees; experts and tem

porary assistance for field service outside of the District of Columbia, to 
be paid at the rate of not exceeding $8 per day; personal services in 
the District of Columbia not to exceed $30,500, including also temporary 
statistical clerks, stenographers, and typewriters in · the District of 
Columbia, to be selected from civil-service registers, the same person 
to be employed for I!Ot more than six consecutive months; traveling 
expenses of officers and employees, purchase of periodicals, documents, 
envelopes, price quotations, and reports and material for reports and 
bulletins of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, $88,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Am endment offered by Mr. JOHNSON of Washington : Page 110, line 

15, strike out "$88,000" and insert in Ileu thereof "$90,000." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, that is an 
increase of $2,000. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, we have already increased 
that item $2,000 in anticipation of the wants and requirements 
of the department. I think we ought not to be asked to give 
more. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If the gentleman is satisfied 
that $88,000 is enough to take care of the statistics, very well, 
but I believe that Congress itself will soon be calling for many 
additional statistics from the Department. of Labor. 

Mr. SHREVE. We gave them $2,000 over and above the 
bureau estimates. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. For the year beginning 
July 1? 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes. 
1\Ir. O'CONNELL of New York. This is all the department 

asked for? 
Mr. SHREVE. It is $2,000 more than the department asked 

for. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani

mous consent to withdraw the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 

withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Regulating immigration: For enforcement of the laws regulating 

immigration of aliens into the United States, including the contract 
labor laws; cost of reports of decisions of the Federal courts, and 
digests thereof, for the use of the Commissioner General of· Immigra
tion ; salaries and expenses of all officers, clerks, and employees ap
pointed to enforce said laws, including not to exceed $213,300 for per
sonal services and temporary employees in the District of Columbia. 
together with persons authorized by law to be detailed for duty at 
Washington, D. C.; traveling expenses; care, detention, maintenance, 
and transportation of aliens incident to deportation as authorized by 
law, to, through, or in foreign countries; enforcement of the provisions 
of the act of February 5, 1917, entitled "An act to regulate the immi
gration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United States," 
and acts amendatory thereof and in addition thereto (U. S. C., title 8, 
sees. 101- 339; U. S. C. Supp. III, title 8, sees. 102-298) ; necessary 
supplies, including exchange of typewriting machines, arterations and 
repairs, and for all other expenses authorized by said act; preventmg 
the unlawful entry of aliens into the United States by the appointment 
of suitable officers to enforce the laws in relation thereto; expenses of 
returning to China all Chinese persons found to be unlawfully in the 
United States, including the cost of imprisonment and actual expenses 
of conveyance of Chinese pet·sons to the frontier or seaboard for depor
tation; refunding of head tax, maintenance bills, and immigration fines 
upon presentation of evidence showing conclusively that collection was 
made through error of Government officers ; all to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of Labor, $8,850,000 : Provided, That 
$1,768,400 of this amount shall be available only for coast and 
labor-border patrol: Provided further, That the purchase, exchange, use, 
maintenance, and operation of motor vehicles and allowances for horses, 
including motor vehicles and horses owned by immigration officers 
when used on official business required in the enforcement of the immi
gration and Chinese exclusion laws outside of the District of Columbia 

may be contracted for and the cost thereof paid from the appropria
tion for the enforcement of those laws, under such terms and condi
tions as the Secretary of Labor may prescribe: Provi ded further, '.rhat 
not more than $165,000 of the sum appropriated herein may be ex
pended in the purchase and maintenance of such motor vehicles, and 
of such sum -of $165,000 not more than $125,000 shall be available for 
the purchase and maintenance of motor vehicles for coast and land
border patrol. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment, which I send to the desk. J 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Page 112, line 

4, strike out "$8,850,000" and insert in lieti thereof "$8,950,000." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman and gentle
men of the committee, if this amendment shall prevail it will 
add $100,000 to the lump sum for the enforcement of all of the 
immigration laws in detail, deportation, and so on, covered in 
the page and a half of the bill just read. If that should be 
agreed to, I shall then offer an amendment in the next line strik
ing out " $1,868,440" and insert in lieu thereof " $1,968,440,'' so 
that the $100,000 shall be for the coast and land border patrol 
for immigration purposes. I do not care to take the time of the 
committee to show the need for that. Let me say, however, that 
the whole Labor Department now comes within about 
$1,000,000 or so of being supported by the income from immi
gration and naturalization activity. At one time the whole 
Immigration Service was more than self-supporting, but the 
restriction of immigration and the setting up of the immigration 
border patrol changed the situation. The whole appropriation 
in Title IV, Department of Labor, is about $12,000,000 plus. 
The amount in this bill for the whole immigration section of 
the Department of Labor is proposed to be $8,850,000 for the 
next fiscal year. Immigration activities are more than three
fourths of the cost of the department. I spoke of the income. 
I desire to call attention to this so-called registry, which is a 
registry of those ·who lived here prior to June 3, 1921, and who 
make application, is getting under way slowly. That is the act 
of March 4 last. The machinery was very slow in getting under 
way for want of money. Some money bad to be used in ad
vance. So out of the money about to be appropriated and noted 
as an increase $200,000 is already gone in setting up the machin
ery for the so-called registry, which brings in $20 for each 
person who was here prior to June 3, 19"21, who applies to get 
his record square. Suppose 20,000 people from now on to the 
end of this next fiscal year apply. 

That would amount to $400,000 additional income. Naturali
zation is still going on at a pretty good rate, in spite of greatly 
increased fees, which began to be charged after July 1, last. 
Just before the last Congress adjourned the fee for full natu
ralization was raised from $5 to $20. The $20 is not all paid 
at one time. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. · Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Was not that provided for in 

the last Budget for the additional expense? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I think not. Of course, I do 

not get exact inside information as to the expenditure of all 
of the inoney appropriated, but $200,000 appropriated for other 
purposes is gone for the registry purpose. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. If we enacted this new legis
lation, surely we made an appropriation for it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. No. It was right at tbe end 
of the Congress. There was no appropriation. It is the act 
of March 4, 1929. For some reason it was not thought ad
visable to place the sum in a deficency bill last fall during the 
extra session. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. The gentleman is more 
familiar with naturalization matters than I. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Perhaps with certain of the 
newer laws, but probably not nearly so well posted on details 
of appropriations as the gentleman from New York. We are 
appropriating now for the fiscal year beginning July 1 next, 
and $200,000 of what we are appropriating is already gone. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. I thought perhaps we had 
already appropriated for it in the previous Budget. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. No; and besides when we 
reach July 1 more money will be gone, although still more will 
be coming into the Federal Treasury from naturalization 
sources. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, there is an item now pending 
before the deficiency committee of $350,000 to cover the item 
the gentleman has in mind . . We can not agree with the gen
tleman from Washington, much as we would like to. We have 
i!!C!:eas~d the appropriation for regulation of immigration by 
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5.000. Th $350,000 now pendJng before the deficiency com

mitt will mal·e n v ry large and sub tantial um, one that 
w f el th y can g t along with very ea ily. Another thing, we 
must tak into con Ideration the fact of the propo ed consoli
dtttion of . c\·ernl activitic . I think for the pre ent you will see 
that we are appropriating all of the money that we should. 
Lntcr on, if th , e consolidations go on, we will probably bring 
1t b for the d flci nry ubcommittee again, and we shall en
d nvor to cnrry on tl1 · rvic in g od, fir t-ela. s tylc. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. In other word., the appreberu ion 
of Uw gentl man from "n hington [Mr. JoHN. ON] ha b n 
.fully m t. ' will provide not only needed deficiencies, but 
tor th • 1hwa1 year 10:31 we are appropriating an amount suffi
cl ut to cov r what will be provided for a a deficiency and 
adding th r to. 

Th II.AlRMA . The time of the "'entleman from Washing
ton [Mr .. Ton . oN] hn expir d. 

Mr. J H ~ N of Wn:bington. Mr. Chairman, I a k for five 
ntinut . adclltlonal tim<'. 

'l'he HAIRM . I .· th re objection to the reque ·t of the 
~(•utl man from ·wa binct n? 

Th r wa s no objection. 
Mr. J 11 · .' N of 'va. hington. I have not the time to rend 

into the 1 Ec RD th incrca. made bY the committee over th 
stiruatc of t11 Budget. Incr a shave been made; that much 

bas ~)E1n gnln d, and I congratulate the committee. But, 
rou •hly . peaking. tb appropriations ar , in a round way, only 
half of what wn • a!-lk d for by the d partment for the immi
gntUon b rder utrol. Now, about the propos d unified border 
patrol. 11 1 mb rs know that new legi ·latlon ome lowly, 
ev n wh n budly n d d, and a unified border patrol ·yst m is 
not Ilk ly to b t up for some time. Our committee ba bad 
bill. tor that purp : b f r it for thr or four year . We 
hnv iv n it n gr at d nl f ·tudy. Tnk ju t one qu tion-a 
to wh til r th m n '"ill b enli t d in a military y ·tern. 
Quit n probl •m. Will th rn n in th prop<>f!ed military ·y tem 
hav ration pr vid d? A gr at d al of t ·timony is available 
in th ommHte on Immigration and Naturalization. Each 
MPm r of Congr · will r eiv from the Immigration Com
mitt t -morrow u dig . ·t of the different tatut which apply 
at th bord r '. It i worth looking at, in view of the propo ed 
legu lation. · 

ow, Mr. hairman, when Congre. raise the naturalization 
1 . anti s t· up a new y ·tem or r gl.;tration wher by a good 
sum of mon y 1 d rived from it, the least that can be done is 
to provide ad quat appropriation for the border patrol. At 
pr • nt, in one in ulnte, at a l\:ey point on the north border, 
for the covering of a di hlllce of 0 or 90 mlle , but few guards 
nr furni ·h d. In that one mall tnte a great many muggled 
immi runt nrc b ing run tbrou b. It is an impo · ible task to 
pr v nt it wltb the pr .nt ! rce that i · provided. How many 
M mb r know that it is tll Immigration ervice that now plays 
a gr at band ln prev nting the smuggling of liquor and mer
chandi: ? 

Mr. 'IIREVE. Thi committee, ome years ago, made a trip 
on tb border, and we were d light d to e the kind of men 
who w re carrying out the law there. We did not find the 
conditions such as th gentleman from 'va blngton has men
tion d. Up in tll .. tate of Vermont, wher it i aid that many 
violations of the lnw oc ur, they a isted u in every way to 
a c rlnin the facts. Now, really, we f el tltat we have appro
print d all Utat w Hhould, becau e the Budget Bureau put 
stl· ng pr " ure b for the committe . I believe that the appro
priation thut w have provid d should tnnd until the time 
when the border patrol 1. extended. We shall be in es~ion 
n t ra 11. 

Mr. J II " 'ON of Wa .bington. Tbi. appropriation, o I 
under tand, d not Jncr a. the bord r patrol by one man. Here 
1 the gentleman from Vermont hims lf [Mr. GmsoN], and be 
cnn l 11 you ab ut tb condition on the Vermont border. Ot 
courRe, I nm almo t ·ingle handed here, and if the Committee of 
the Wbolc Ilou on tbe state of the Union can not ee the true 
situation, I realize the hopelessnes of budging those who are 
urg d, n both ld . of the nou. e, to stand by tbe committee. 
I think thi is th la t appeal I shall make for the immigration 
bord r patrol. 

Ir. llREVE. The "'cntlemnn ay. thi ts the last appeal be 
will mak for an incrros d border patrol? 

Mr. JOTIN ON of Wa. hlngt on. Yes. If tbi addition to the 
Iumil um is grant 1 I ~hnll then move that this increa of 

100, 0 be u~ d for the xten •. ion ot the border patrol. We 
Jl d lncrea . v ry y ar. 

Th llAIRl\fAN. Th qu tion i. on agre ing to the amend
ment offer a by the g ntlemun from wa. hington. 

·The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a 
did ion. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks for 
a division. 

The committee divided; and there were-ayes 9, noes 17. 
Mr. JOII .... TSON of '\Ya ·hington. Mr. Chairman, I object to 

the vote on the ground that a quorum is not pre cut. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will tate that that does not 

affect the vote in Committee of the Whole . 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Wa. hington. If I am permitted to do so, 

Mr. Chairman, I will a~k for teller". 
The CHAIRMAN. Teller are cl man<led. 
Tellers were ordered: and tbe Chairman appointed Mr. 

SHREVE and Mr. JoB ... ~so4~ of 'Vashington to act as teller . 
The CHAIRMAN. Tho ~e who fayor the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Wa hington will pa s between the 
teller and be counted. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 
9, noes 76. 

Mr. JOHN ON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 
the point of no quorum. 

Mr. DICK TEIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Th CBAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog
niz d for five minutes. 

Mr. DICK TEIN. Mr. Cha..irmn.n and members of the com
mittee, this is one time when I agree with the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. JoHNSON], chairman of the ommittee on Im
migration and Naturalization. It seem to me he i well qualified 
to advi.·e the Committee of the Whole a to certain problems 
that confront him daily in the committee bearings. I hope the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will give study to 
some of the problems which confront the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization daily, some of the problems that we 
can not answer or attempt to solve b cau e of lack of sufficient 
funds in that department to carry on the work. 

I might not agree with the gentleman that an appropriation 
of 100,000 is going to do the T'ery thing he thinks it is going 
to do. I do not agree with a number of Members of the Bou_e 
that they are going to put the fear of GOd into every criminal 
and stop crime. Crime will ~ontinue after all of us are gone, 
and there i not enough money to wipe out crime. 

But let me call your attention to omething more in this pro
vi ion. In March, 1929, the Congre of the United States 
pa . .. ed a law legalizing person illegally in the United State . 
Technically there was no record of their entry, and thousands 
of th e men and women married American citizens ; they have 
American familie ; they want to be part and parcel of us; they 
want to stand and undertake the burdens of citizenship, but 
we could not giT'e it to them. We p d a law March 3, 1929, , 
authotizing the legalization of the person up to June 3, 1921, 
but what money have we appropriated to carry out thi provi
sion of law? To-day there are thou. and of application ·on file 
of the~e men and women who pr ent tbem~elves for examina
tion and establish their status in the nited States, but we 
ba ve no machinery and we have no money sufficient to carry 
out this measure. If we had enough money and machinery, we 
could legalize all person who are law-abiding, who are men and 
women of good standing in their communitie and once and for 
all clean bouse. 

At the present time and at the rate you are going, if you ·are 
quabbling about a few dollars and appropriating 400,000,000 

for the eighteenth amendm nt, you might a well turn over the 
whole Treasury ()f the United tate of America, and yet you 
can n()t enforce tbe eighteenth amendment-but this is a law 1 

you can enforce an<l make people re pect the country and t11e 
roof that they live under. Give them an opportunity once and 
for all to settle in the land of liberty. At the present time you 
have no means to do so, because of the lack of a few dollars, 
but you are throwing away million of dollar , even billion f 
dollars, .for something that you can not at the pr ent time, and 
for many years to come. enforce. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Wa hington. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DICK TEI~. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The law the gentlem·an 

speaks of passed just at the clo e of the la t e ion of Congre s. 
It pr vided a fee of $20 and appli s to tho e here up until June, 
1921. About 1,800 or 2,000 ca e have been acted upon and there 
are 18,000 awaiting action. It i a slow proc . at best. It 
takes a week to examine the records submitted by the candi-
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date, who pays $20 for a chance to get a square footing in the 
United States, and he must have been here prior to 1921. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman is right. Not alone that, 
but it must be borne in mind, as the chairman of the Immigra
tion Committee well said, that the fees derived from this busi
ness will be more than sufficient to maintain this department ; 

' but at the same time it is like every other business-you have 
got to have some capital to start the ball rolling. If we are 
going to pass laws and make no appropriation and make the 
favorite child of this House the eighteenth amendment, we 
might as well close up shop and let a handful of men control 
the situation. Why can we not turn around and give respect 
to other laws which we pass in the Congress of the United 
States, just as we do the eighteenth amendment and the Vol
stead Act? I say to you that if a man has been here for 20 
years and you give him the right to be a citizen, why not do it 
now? Why give him a merry-go-round for the next four or five 
years, which will be the case at the rate you are making appro
priations? I say, furthermore, that laws of this kind, if you 
will put them into force, will bring contentment in all com
munities-in the big cities, on the farms, and in the country. 
Incidentally, let me call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that the act which legalizes all entries up to June 3, 1921, 
should be amended so as to include all those who came to the 
United States prior to July 1, 1924. My bill, H. R. 6852, covers 
the situation. This bill has the approval of the Commissioner 
General of Immigration and I believe it has the approval of all 
right-thinking men and women of this country. 

Consider this situation. Under our deportation laws we can 
not deport any of tbe aliens who arrived here prior to July 1, 
1924. The limitation period of five years have elapsed under 
section 19 of the immigration act of 1917 under which they 
could have been deported prior to July 1, 1929. 

1 can not see any intelligent reason why people should be per
mitted to roam at large in this country, engage in their regular 
business without interference from the im.migration authorities, 
and yet, even though they be of excellent character and have 
married American women and have raised American families, 
they can never reap the advantage of their Americanization 
by becoming American citizens of this country and become ac
tive in the management of its affairs and contribute to its wel
fare. They have become men without a country and yet we 
associate with them in our daily life and in business and, in 
some cases, they employ hundreds of men in their industries, 
which makes this country an outstanding factor in the world. 

If we are having trouble getting appropriations for legaliza
tions up to that time, what will happen with the very persons 
I now speak about? As a matter of fact the fees imposed upon 
them for legalization will more than offset the expense of con
ducting the necessary investigations and I predict a surplus 
will be left in the Treasury of the United States so that no 
money is taken from the Treasury for the purpose of enforcing 
the law already passed or which we contemplate passing so as 
to put everyone on an equal basis. 

As an illustration, the Labor Department has received fees 
which we increased a year ago, which has brought into the 
Treasury enough money almost to run the whole department 
except for $1,000,000 and, as time goes on, additional fees will 
be procured which will make a surplus of income from this 
revenue alone. Surely, Congress should take some judicial 
notice of that fact as this is practically the only department 
that can make a showing of this kind and is not a drain on 
the Public Treasury. On the contrary, it may result in a 
reduction of general taxes from its revenue. 

While I am on the floor discussing this impo'.rtant question 
may I call attention of Congress to a number of bills that are 
now pending before the Committee on Immigration which I 
hope will soon be reported out for action to the House, and 
which will bring about a house cleaning and a better under
standing amongst our alien population in the United States. 

I am mindful of the fact that the Members of the House 
have many important questions confronting them daily and 
are sometimes unable to acquaint themselves with these human 
problems, but I thin!{ the time has come when we must brush 
other matters aside and settle this immigration problem so 
that we may bring happiness to American citizens who are hav
ing great difficulty in bringing together their immediate families 
because of our immigration laws. 

I am not urging an open door at this time, nor do I contend 
that we should let in more people than we can absorb; but 
the people I am referring to are the fathers and mothers of 
American citizens who should be exempt from the quota, as 
under the present l~w we merely grant them a preference-
which means nothing in some countries. They should be per
mitted to come in without any quota limitation. 

I also have a bill pending which deals with exemption from 
the quota of husbands of American citizens. Formerly you en
acted a bill giving the husband the right to bring in his wife 
and minor children, but you deprive the woman citizen from 
bringing in her husband. We contend that we are giving the 
American woman the same equal rights as citizens of the United 
States by the nineteenth amendment. Just think of it. Here 
we have the nineteenth amendment giving equal suffrage to men 
and women, nevertheless, by an act for which you voted in 
1924 and 1928, you say in so many words by your vote, that 
you will not permit an American girl to marry a foreign hus
band. If she does, it is at her own peril, and while he is to be 
in a preference class, this preference, as has been pointed 
out, may and may not mean anything. How can you answer 
that to your constituents"? 

I therefore respectfully appeal to the Appropriations Com
mittee not to limit its activities to the enforcement of the eight
eenth amendment which brought about more discontent and cor
ruption and disregard and disrespect for the law than anything 
ever passed by this or any other Congress. If you do make ap
propriations for the Department of Labor, see to it that they 
are adequate, and that it should permit the department to carry 
on its important work and laws which can be enforced as they 
were intended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

two words. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. JOHNSON] 
has referred to the situation existing along the northern border 
of the State of Vermont and has said that that is a great 
funnel through which flows many violations of law. That is 
true. 

What is the situation? We have 90 miles of border along 
the Canadian front. We have in that 90 miles 59 traveled 
roads coming from Canada. To the east of us New Hampshire 
has one, and further to the east Maine has one in 150 miles. 
Therefore, for 200 miles there are only two traveled roads from 
Canada to the east of us until you arrive near the New Bruns
wick border of the State of Maine. I have one county in my 
district with over 30 traveled roads crossing into Quebec. 
For the 59 roads we have a border patrol of 12. The chairman 
of the subcommittee [Mr. SHREVE] has referred to his trip to 
our State. I presume he will remember his visit to North 
Troy. 

Mr. SHREVE. With a, great deal of pleasure, I will say to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. GIBSON. Of course, the gentleman knows, if he has 
the situation there in mind, that we have 12 roads right around 
North Troy coming in from Canada. At the present time for 
those 12 roads we have one immigration patrol. The result 
is that there is a great amount of smuggling of aliens, narcotics, 
and of liquor. The amount of liquor that is smuggled down 
through our State is tremendous. My State has become the 
great rum-running avenue for the rest of New England and the 
eastern part of this country, by reason of its geographical 
situation. 

Now, the border immigration patrol is doing a wonderful 
work. It is made up of men of a high degree of intelligence; 
they are industrious; they know their work and they are honest. 
It is a specialized service, more so than any of the other border 
services, because the men who are dealing with immigration 
require a special knowledge of the laws and must use care 
and excellent judgment in the performance of their duties. I 
have every good word of commendation for that high class 
of men who are stationed along our northern border, both in 
the immigration and customs services. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. The gentleman would not 

favor and recommend an appropriation that would put some 
officer on each one of these 59 roads, would he? 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not see any other way to fuliy enforce 
the laws of this country. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman be good enough to 

advise the House how many miles of border he has on the 
Canadian side, starting with Rouses Point? 

Mr. GIBSON. I think there are about 15 miles in addition 
to what I have given you, and that would make about 106 
miles on the border from Rouses Point east to the New Hamp
shire line. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Independent of the one hundred and some 
miles1 
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Mr. GIB ON. Ob, no. W bnv 00 miles ·along the border 

and th n, I think, from our· tate line to Rouses Point is a~ut 
15 mil .. 

'o it i a ondition thnt confront. us. There is a great hole 
th r thut ought to be plugge<l up. 

Mr. 'lmlrmu n, I hnve In my office petition signed by 500 
V rmont citiz n r Hiding along the Canadian border, mer
cl.utnt., city ofll Inl , m •n of the hi rh ·t tanding, praying that 

m thi g mny b don by the Congr to bring about better 
nfor m nt of lh luw. The trouble is not with the law or the 

law~; the troubl is we l1uv not a "utficient border patrol or a 
ntn ·lent numb r of men ngaged along the border 1n the en

torr. Illf>llt of th laws of tbi. country. 
:Mr. DI r "l'EIN. lin th g ntleman pre._ented these facts 

to th 'Vicker ·bnm comml ·~ion with r peet to the amount of 
liquor \.1 in~ smuggled into this parti ular t rritory? 

Mr. GIB' N. ot y t; but I expect to do o. 
Mr. DI T 'TET . no !.:; not tb genU man think it is very 

important to ndd!w lbe mmhdon of tho e facts? 
Mr. GI H Nl. 
Th pro form~t nmendm nt wa. withdrawn. 
Mr. IA '. lr. · flairman, I mo e to trike out the last 

word. 
lr. hnlrmnn un<l m mb r of the committee, I offer no 

np lo~y in rif-ling at this time when we are in the midst of a 
di:-~<'U, !Sion of the pr bl m of labor and immigration. 

'J hi.· iR a q.u ~tion whi ·h I. Intimately related with the 
Am ri ·nn-I>hilippin problem. I do not ay Philippine problem, 
l.lut Amerknn-I>hiiippilu probl{'m, b nu. e it is my sin ere hope 
thn t mor and mor w mny rec·o~ufze th fa t that the Philip
} line phn e hnA au lntimnt b aring upon eYery important 
probl m pi s nted for ~olution before the ongr . of the United 

tut • m rltlng the thoughtful c nl'lid ration of the Members. 
.Ju ·t now in th Philii>I)ine !1;lnnds the people are in the 

tluo of sure ring be ·uuse of the b •numbing effect of economic 
and politic 1 un<·crtninty. If t11e p pie of thi country have 
sun· r •d, ·onoml •ally Apeakhlg, b au· of the un ertainty of 
th . J) n<ling tnrifC qu .'tion, th l!"'.ilipino people have suffered 
mor than the Ameri 'ftn p ple can ev r suf( r, becau this 
uu • rtainty i aggrnvat d by th di ·tan benveen the United 
.'tat(.. an<l the Philippin I. land and the la ·k of familiarity 
on the part of ur p ple, ~imilar to that which exi ts here, with 
wlmt b; g lng on in the governmental cir 1 ~ of this country. 

I hnv ri:cn on Uti O<~ a:ion to pr :-:ent to the membership 
of thl~ Ilou · the gra ,. probl m of immigration, which oner 
r lu t r nm:t b :fa d quar ly by the Am ricnn Government 

ond th Am rlcnn peopl . Evpu now it has already reach d an 
tH·nt • tn"' . 

Fr m con:st to con. t the pnp r of thi country in the last 
t w <lay , Mr. 1hainnun, ha Ye b en full of news of the trouble 
thn t ba. arb; 'll on the l'ar.1tlc coa 't by virtue of a cia h-whi h 
may be .on mic, may be ocial, or ma.y be racial--directly 
re. ·nlttng !r m the influx of Filipino laborers. 

I hold ln my hnnd a ample o! U1e news of the "epidemic of 
rioton. outbr ak!.:;," to u, th word in the beading, because 
of t11 pre ence ot a con. 1<1 rabl number of !l~illpino laborers 
In th \ t. 

I nm not going to dis ·u who i to blame for these trouble , 
1\lr. bairmnn. I do n t believe th Congr of the United 

tnt is greatly con<' rn cl with that a pect of the qu tlon. 
I hav~ fnith in the courts of Cnlifornia, I have faith in the 
p n · officel' ot this overnment, n.nd having faith in the 
court and in the pen e offic r~ I feel confident that that phn e 
will be n ·corded th ju. tic whi h the situation merits. 
~ome ay the Filipinos are to blame; other say that the 

whi~ labor rs have b n the aggr ·or . I do not wish to 
entet· into a dlscu .. ion of this, b ·au , a I have said, in due 
tim ~ it will b ttl d in th court . But what I want to point 
out J this, Mr. hnh·mun. Tb re are to-day in this country 
ov r o~.ooo !l~ilipino laborer.~, and according to con ervativ 
. tirnut :, Rome 10,000 to 12,000 Filipinos are coming to the 
nitc<l tate every year. 
1\lr .• TOil N of WaHhlngton. Will the g ntl •man yield? 
1\tr. 0 IA. . \Vith pleasur . 

Ir. J II of Wa:hington. Does the gentleman know 
what kind of n<h·ertl~emcnt ·ore put out in the Philippine I lands 
to en ·onrng the.· lahorer. to come here? 

Mr. :I.~ , . s, ir. 
1\fr .. J II ·• T of Wa hington. '\\hat are they? 

lr. • IA. . The American :,;hipping inter t are placarding 
the ntir Phillppln with the allurem nts of this country. 
Tbe:e adverti. cmcut~ nr b ing trnn ·lated into the different 
Phllippln lnngung<' · ldng to depict this country as the land 
ot OP{lOrtunlty, ant.l in r ;pon. to the propagnwla of these in-

r st Filipinos haYe come In great numbers. And with what 
result? 

Mr. DICKSTEL.~. Will the gentleman yl •ld for one question? 
Mr. OSIAS. Ye . 
Mr. DICKSTEI "". Does the gentleman object to having these 

men come into this country because of the e advert! ements? 
Mr. 0 lAS. Mr. Chairman, I will come to that pre •ntly. 

Let me fir 't fini h thi an. wer. 
Mr. JOID"'SON of Washington. Let me put it in another 

way. Does not the gentleman know that when people from the 
Philippines are practically imported into this country, then 
when mills but down on account of o-verproduction and tay 
but down for two months, and open up again and :find the 

Filipino in the places of the white men who are trying to 
build home· here, there is bound to be troubl ? 

Mr. OSIAS. Bound to be trouble! I am glad we are both 
agreed that there is bound to be trouble. If there is to be 
troul.lle. it behoove every Member of this Congress, it b hoove· 
every official of the Government of the United States, Mr. 
Chairman, to face the qu , tion squarely and apply the proper 
remedy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from the 
Philippines has expired. 

Mr. OSIAS. Mr. 'hairman, I a k unanimous consent to pro
ceed for five additional minutes. 

The IIAIRMAN. I there objection to the request of the I 
g ntleman from the Philippines? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. 0 I~ S. I do not know that the Filipinos are to blame. 

We are living under the 'nited tates fia"'; we have been en
ti ed by alluring advertisements pre enting this country as a 
land of golden opportunity. Can you blame the Filipinos for 
coming here? 

The anomaly and the remedy, that is the thing that concerns 
you and me, Mr. Chairman. The anomaly is that we are under 
the American flag and we are not eligible to American citizen
ship, which is the greatest benefit that the flag confers. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield 'I 
Mr. 0 lAS. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BARBOUR. If you put up your own flag over there, will 

you keep your people at home? 
Mr. 0 IA . The gentleman knows that when we are granted 

independ nee the Philippine I land.~ would, ip.:o facto, be under 
the cate"'ory of a foreign nation. 'lllen, for purpo es of immi- · 
gratiou, we hall be placed on a quota ba is, like the people of 
other foreign nation . 

There is pending before the Hou e of Repre ent.atives a bill 
providing for the exclu ion of citizens of the Philippine Islands 
from the United States. H that bill pa _es while we ar under 
the Am rican tlag, it will be a great inju tice. T1.e rf>rnedy is 
to ·ee that the American-Philippine qu~tion be immet.liately 
brought up before the ongres for final solution. The only 
proper remedy to thi1:1 and allie<l problems lie in granting us 
c mplete independence. [Applau e.] 

.1\.l.r. BARBOUR. Wbut I want to get at i this: After the 
Philippine L<>lands have independence will they be willing to be 
treat d by the United States in every respect as other for ign 
go\'ernments? 

Mr. OSIAS. Ye._, sir. If independent, we will be willing to 
be treated a other foreign governments, not only from the 
standpoint of immigration and labor but from the standi)Oint 
of the tariff-nnd I wllJl the people and ongres of the 
United tates never to have any doubt about that. The Fili
pino people have carefully weighed the con equences of fr e- . 
dom, and they are prepared to shoulder the obligation and 
r SI on ·ibilities that go with independenl-e. 

Mr. JOHN ON of Wnshincton. Will the gentleman yield? 
.1\Ir. 0 lAS. I yield gladly. 
Mr. JOHN ON of Wn:-hington. I do not want to embann ,.. 

the genUeman, but the only cia · of people in the Philippine 
Island who can be naturalized are tho e who have served a 
certain length of time in tbe Navy. Would the gentleman like 
to e that amendment, which was pa ·ed in ·war time , 
repealed? 

Mr. OSIAS. I am willing to take the conl'equences that go 
with freedom, and there are 13,000,000 Filipino· behind me 
when I make that statement. [Applau ·e.] 

Mr. DICK TEIN. Will the gentleman ~·ield? 
.1\Ir. o. lAS. I yield again. 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Until the people of the Philippine Islands 

have their independence, what olution would the gentleman 
recommend? 

Mr. 0 IA . Every step that the Congres of the United 
States ''ill take, short of independence, will be a mak<::hift 
arrangement and it will be transient nncl temporary at best. 
Any solution other than freeuom only touche the ·urface and 
do · not go to the funt.lamental issue involved in the American
Filipino relations. 



2650 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JANUARY 29 
Mr. Chairman, the other day in the course of a brilliant and · 

informative address by the gentleman from Arkansas, for which 
we are very grateful, there was a colloquy between him and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. PALMER], with respect to our 
having or not having a flag. The gentleman from Missouri con
tended that the Filipinos are protected under the same flag that 
the Americans in Missouri are protected, and the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. RAGON] contended that the Filipinos have 
no flag that they can call their own. 

Mr. Chairman, both the gentlemen are correct. In a sense 
we have a flag in. the Stars and Stripes, for it was taken across 
the sea, which symbolized the purpose of the United States. 
We welcomed it because we were assured that the flag meant 
liberty and independence. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Does not the gentleman recognize that 
we took the country out of a horrible condition and spent mil· 
lions of dollars to improve it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from the 
Philippines has expired. 

Mr. OSIAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro
ceed for two additional minutes. 

Mr. OLIVER of New York. Mr. Chairman, mak~ it five 
minutes. . . . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commissioner from the Phihppmes 
asks for only two minutes. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Commissioner from the Philippines be granted five minutes. 

Mr. OSIAS. Very well, Mr. Chairman, I shall amend by ask
ing that it be five minutes, since the gentlemen seem so in-
sistent. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 1 

Mr. OSIAS. Mr. Chairman, I thank the Members on both 
sides of the House for their generosity. It is true-and it is 
universally acknowledged-that that flag was unfurled there for 
a purpose at once patriotic, humanitarian, and altruistic. You 
will not find Filipinos who begrudge the credit that is due that 
wonderful ensign of this Republic. I am one who has been the 
beneficiary not only of the legacy that my race can give, but I 
am the beneficiary of the social institutions of the United States, 
and so I think I can interpret the spirit of my people truly when 
I say that we are not disposed to quibble as to the great advan
tages that have accrued to my country by virtue of the benign 
protection extended by that flag; but precisely because that flag 
has been so great and so wonderful, precisely because we are 
pleased to recognize that America has been so successful in her 
work in the Philippines, we now come to you and say that the 
greatest manifestation of gratitude tht~t we can sh~w you is .no 

, longer to tie ourselves to the apron strmgs of a bemgn guardian 
but to ask that you set us free. 

The conscience of my people every hour is appealing to the 
soul of America. Our people are saying to you : " Free us from 
our political uncertainty. Save us from the present economic 
anomaly. Permit us to enjoy the blessing of complete liberty." 
That is the plea of my people, and that is the appeal which I 
on their behalf most earnestly voice on the floor of Congress 
to-day. 

Mr. Chairman, because of a sincere desire to contribute, not 
my bit but my utmost, to the solution of this question, not only 
because I am desirous to advance the cause of my native land, 
but because I desire to see America freed from the troubles that 
lurk by virtue of the present relationship, I stand here to-day 
and make this appeal. 

I appeal to all to take a more active interest in the speedy 
solution of the American-Philippine problem. In the past 
there were some who were wont to dwell upon the alleged dire 
consequences upon the Filipinos should independence be granted. 
It is high time that thinking Americans and Filipinos concern 
themselves, not with the alleged dire consequences upon us by 
the granting of early independence, but with the dire conse
quences, immediate and remote, attendant upon the unnecessary 
delay of the grant of Philippine independence. 

There are measures now pending before Congress seeking 
to authorize the Filipino people to hold a constitutional conven
tion, approve a constitution which shall be the fruition of our 
mentality and which will reflect the republican and democratic 
spirit of your Constitution, and organize a free and independent 
Philippine government. The only right solution is the grant 
of the independence that you have promised us, the fulfillment 
of which my people anxiously await. When you will have 
done that, Mr. Chairman and Members, not only the Filipino 
people but the whole world will know that that starry flag, 
wherever it may go, is the symbol not of subjugation but of 
liberation. [Applause.] 
liberation. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 10 minutes out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

' 
Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, you are hearing a 

discussion of a real live human problem. As a member of the 
House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization I have 
received during the last few weeks some hundreds of commu
nications from the State of California and the Pacific coast, 
forecasting just such conditions as the Commissioner from the 
Philippines [Mr. Osus] just presented to this House. I do not 
know what will be the solution. I know that tb.e people of 
the Pacific coast are becoming restive under present conditions. 
I do not know whether it will be possible or whether it will 
be though~ wise for the Congress of the United States to ex
clude the F1ilipino people while under our jurisdiction to the 
extent that they now are, but I warn you that these troubles 
which this gentleman, the Commissioner from the Philippines, 
so eloquently presents this morning are just beginning. His 
estimate of the number of his people in the State of California 
corresponds with the estimates which have been furnished me. 
The Filipino people are coming in in considerable numbers. 
They will continue to come. They are presenting another 
serious racial question. America has had enough of sucb 
troubles. They must not be permitted to accumulate. They 
have done us untold injury in the past and they threaten to do 
still greater injury in the future. Our great Civil War resulted 
from a similar question. Some said that they must have 
certain kinds of labor. 

They said it because people in some sections found it profit
able to engage in the traffic of bringing black laborers over and 
selling them. They were sold to the section where their labor 
was most needed. It was said that nobody but the black people 
could open the swamps and dig ditches, that nobody could stand 
the semitropical climate but them. When it was proposed in 
the Constitutional Convention that this shameful traffic, which 
was an eternal dishonor to the white race, should continue until 
1808, Mr. Madison rose and said two things; first, that the dis
honor would be complete, and that the mischief done would be 
irreparable if it went on for another 20 years. We had a great 
race question as the result. We had the Civil War. We had all 
of the calamities that came to the great section of the country 
from which I come, all as a result of a short-sighted attitude 
permitting present financial interests to dominate, when a vision 
such as Mr. Madison had would have shown the Nation a path 
which would have avoided 50 years of strife, a ruinous Civil 
War, the strife which has followed, and the Negro race question 
which remains with us. 

I do not know whether the separation of the Philippine 
Islands from the United States would solve this question. My 
own judgment is that it would help. I sympathize with their 
aspirations. I believe that questions affecting our tariff, and 
this question, would be simplified by granting them independ
ence. Something must be done. And may I remind you that 
we are permitting these questions to multiply. These are not 
the only people against whom there are occasional uprisings. 
A man appeared before your committee this morning. He is an 
American-born man, but he is of the race from the south of the 
Rio Grande. He said : 

We have been under a handicap, we have been treated as an inferior 
race, we have not been accorded equality under the Stars and Stripes, 
we have not had a chance-

speaking of and for the great Me::tican people against whom 
nobody who is worthy to sit in this Hall entertains any bitter
ness. His remarks only faintly illustrate the fact that we are 
creating another tremendous race question, when we admit 
great numbers of foreign-born Mexicans to the United States 
on the same specious pleas which have been made for the ad
mission of all the great classes of alien laborers whom it has 
ultimately been found necessary to exclude. 

I call your attention to the fact that we have something like 
2,000,000 foreign-born Mexicans accumulating in the United 
States now. Something must be done. We had trouble some 
years ago on account of the immigration of orientals-the 
Chinese. The people demanded their exclusion. Labor ini
porters said we must have them. The State Department made 
a treaty providing that they had an inalienable right to come. 
Fortunately the public sentiment of the country did not follow 
the unwisdom of the State Department concerning that conten
tion. Acts were passed by Congress from time to time to limit 
their coming. Under the advice of the State Department these 
were at first vetoed by the Executive. Then there was blood
shed. Finally Congress e:xcluded them and the trouble was 
settled. 
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Th .n there cam trouble cau~ d by the coming of Japanese, 

suhj •t:-1 of a great nncl fri n<lly power. After years of strife 
w rrtvQd at ome solution of that que. tlon by Congr . ri ing 
t it, dl~nlty and e rei 'in~ tl1e function ve ted in it by the 

n ·titut ion. It hnd to do this again t the influence and advice 
of tb Hlatc purtm nt. 'l'he ngre · aid, "We will rcgu
latl' thi~ question," and a, o n a Congre acted the question 
wnH . (•ttl('(l. 

I. ttH ou nwmh r of the ommitt e on Immigration and Nat
urnlizatlon nnd as a I mber of U1L· lion e, wonder what is to 
b ·mn of th Philippine que. tion. They are a very numerous 

• p o)ll • and a wide-nwnkc p opl . We do not want to e a repe
titiou h •tw .n Americans and them of tho. e unfortunate ex
I ri nC(·~ which lutve occurred heretofore b tw n our people 
tlDd th£'r orlentnl:. I believe our people and their will be 
gr at r fl'i<•nd. through the generation of the future it they 
ar tlllowed to fly th ir flag while we fly our . If, becau ... e of 
racial dlfl' r n £' ~ , w c n not live in peace as neighbors in the 
sam land, w can at 1 a.·t live a fri nd. a . eparate nation , 
njuying th blN;. in~ of p a e under eparate flags. [Applause.] 

'I'hi · wh 1 debate Ulu trate tb fact that people throughout 
th • w rld loolc on thi land a a country of gr • t opportunity. 
But tim of d~p1 . · ion come. W are ad vi ed that orne mil
lion of ou1· f llow men her at home are in diRtr becau. e of 

nomic condition. . That ar~u . for the maint<>nance of your 
hmnl~ratlou law and for writing other law ex luding people 
who ar differ •ut a to b und irable. Som of th e foreign 
ra wl\ have come here ar here to tay. The colored people 
are. Til y did not puHb th m~o~elves on us. We went and 
br u~bt tll m h rein chain and placed th m her , and they are 
ntlll d to fair tr atm •ut. Uut we must not hnve more f the e 

R rlou ra e qu stions accumulntin • as they are. Y u are deal
ing with on of th bi., qu tlon that will atrect the United 

tat s; throu~h ut its future history. You may make a mi. take 
b r and tiler about the tariff, for example, or about other 
m •aHur without fatal <'On equ nc , but thi i!'l a que ·tion 
wh •th r we hall mak our Nation a great amalgamation of 
p opl • and group who can not live in peace, and who will 
ith r triv against ea ll other tbrou~hout the futur or if 

th y do not strive and tight. may blend togeth r in a mongrel 
typ tilat will not repr · nt th h . t element of any people in 
that llf . [Appluu ' .] It al. o involves future fr edom. Only 
n ople wbo know b w to maintain nnd use fr edom can 
remain fr <'. 

'l'h 'HAIR fA . The time of the gentleman from Texas ha 
e ·plr d. 

Mr. BO. ~ . Mr. Chairnum, muy I have .five minute more? 
'l'h<' liAlltl\lA. . I th re bj tion to the reque t of the 

g ntl 'Ulan fr m T xn ? 
Th<.'r wn. no objection. 
Mr. DO... . Tho.· of u who r gurd thi problem a of vital 

imp rtan are confronted with tbi difficulty, among many: 
Wll n we come before the Hou · or before anybody el~ who has 
anything to do with approprintions and ay, "We need more 
mon y in or 1 r to make the.· law ffective, to prevent condi
tion su b as hnv be .n de:crib d by the gentleman from Ver
mont [ Ir. GmsoN)- and I think he did not exaggerate them but 
stnt<'d condition typical of tho ·e prevailing el ewhere on our 
b rd rH; wht-n we come b fore you and say, "Tile e law are 
not b ing enforc d on account of lack of appropriations," we 
nr told to wrH more lnw . When we propo e to write more 
lu w-.; w are told by the tate D partment that we need only 
to (.•nforc the laws we have. 

I have criti lz d the Department of Labor on other occa ion~ , 
but I want to ny that iw work in the main i entitled to better 
. upport thnu ngre . has given it. When we bring the e con
dit.lon to the ntt nti n of 'ongr !.; ome people in the executive 
d purtruent and ·om ll r • ay, 11 You must write ..,om~ more 
n :-1sury luw ·; and, when you do that, the Budget or Congr ,;; 
will pr >Vid mor mon y for your important work; and when 
we <lo propo" to £'DUd 1 gislatiou, th n orne representative of 
the xe ·uUv d purtment ay , "You do not need more law , but 
you n d to . •ut tll law you have." Substantially, that is 
being now , uid by the ta.te D partment to prevent le!tislntion 
which many ot u know to be nee ary. One group before 
wlwm w ' come y, 11 You llnve alr ady all the lnw. you need." 

I do not sny this in critlci m of anybody, certainly not in crlt
ici. ·m of m mb rs of th Appropriation Committ , who eem to 
f .1 bound to follow, more or 1 clo ely, the Budget r com
m udn.Uon uumltted to them. Personally, I believe the Budget 
ld n i · 1J •lng abu. and mad a limitation upon the freedom 
of 'ongr . . , whi •b tb nstitution provided. 

I nL"o b li v thnt tb<> ~ tnte eparlment is not warranted in 
itH trort , to tnt rf re with the legi~lative freedom of Congress. 
Ther, t ound con. titutional supp rt for this statement. More
ov •r, the llistory of the fun<:tioni.n& o.f the State Department in 

undertaking to control immigration questions by treaty or other
wi · .. how· an almo t unbroken series of failure ·, to some ot 
which I have already referred. 

When you let the tute Department control imllligration ques
tions through its negotiations, you give foreign powers a voice in 
our immigration policy, which violate· the spirit and purpo e 
of the Constitution and forces our country to con ·ult the re~t 
of the crowded, starving. and strivino world about the class of 
people which shall be admitted to help shape the future of 
Am rica. 

Gentlemen, the fart is the ex cutive department and the Con
gr :; of the United tates and, I fear, the American people, 
have not come to a full appreciation of the magnitude and hn
portnnce of this ituation. The Labor Department is not being 
properly supported. This great subject is not receiving the con
sideration which it hould have. 

Mr. JOHNSON of \Ya ·bington. Mr. Chairman, will the g •n
tlemnn yield there? 

Mr. BOX. Certainly. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Wa.::bington. The gentleman from Texas 

ha tated the situation very nicely. The sentiment is that we 
should. do something to protect the border. The que tion i , 
What 1s the use of enacting law. when you do not get the ap
propriations neces ary to cany out the law that we do nact? 
W had but nine supporters to-day who by their votes indicat()d 
that they want us to get a littl more money. 

Mr. BA KHEAD. Mr. hairman, will the gentleman from 
T xa~ yield? 

Mr. ROX. Yes. 
Mr. BA TKHEAD. I confes. a certain amount of t:morance on 

this matter. But on the que tion of the Filipinos will the g<'n
tleman from Texa state at thi.· time whut his interpretation i 
of our right under the Con. titution to prohibit or sub"tantially 
restri t the immigration from the Philippine Island to the 
United tate ? 

Mr. BOX. I doubt whether th gentleman from Texas should 
tate her any ba ty and po ibly irritating opinion on that 

subject. He will, howeYer, risk the sugge ·tion that Congre 
could. if it de ired restrict immigration from the Philippine 
I land , but he doubt very eriously whether or not it will be 
thought expedient to do it, in view of the p:r eut political rela
tions b tween the two eountt·i . The Philippine. should be 
granted their ind pend nee and illlllligration from tho e reoions 
should be restricted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of \Va hington. If the gentleman will permit, 
we find there are two way it can be <lone-on by an amendment 
of the Jone Act, pa . ed ab ut 1916, an nabling act for unor
ganized insular po se sion , and the other way would be to 
amend the original naturalization law pa~ . ·ect in the late 
sev nteen hundred by trikin .... out the word that were added 
after the War between the tate . The la ·t am ndment would 
refer to the section in thC' 1924 act which forbids au immigrant 
who can not be naturalized to stay in the country. Botll of 
them, however, would be roundabout ways. 

Mr. BOX. The fact i , however that blood bas been pilled 
on the Pacific coast. I llave r ad of two or tbr •e r c nt riot 
there, in ome of which some people were killed. Th re have 
heretofore been orne other :u 'h 1iot . I fear there ·wm he yet 
more. Their offense ha been that of eeking a place in our 
indu trial y tem, and we mn t rectify our relation with them 
in some wav that will le:n·e u. in a better po. ition to deal 
ad<'(}Uately with that question. In any event, omething will 
have to be don oon. Meantime we should be acting to prevent 
the creat!on of a race question between our people and alien 
Mexican . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time f the gentleman from Texa has 
again e pired. 

Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Chainnan, I a k unanimou consent to 
pt·oceed out of order for two minutes. 

The HAIRMA . I there objection to the reque t of the 
gentleman from l\Ia~sachu ·ett ? 

Tllere wa. no objection. 
Mr. STOBBS. It i exceedingly unfortunate that there has 

been broaden t throughout the pre~ s of thi. countt·y in the 
la t few day. matter reflectina on the character and reputation 
of Col. John Herbert, rec ntly in charge of prohibition nforce
ment in this district with headquarters at Baltimore, aud of 
recent date transferred to Montana in charge of prohibition 
enforcement in that territory. 

Colonel Herbert is a constituent of mine and al o a personal 
friend of several years' standing. llis reputation in hi home 
city of Worcester, Mass., is of the be. t. ne rendered distjn
guished service In the late World War, attaining the rank of 
colonel of one of the artill ry re:timents of the Yankee Divb:ion. 
His integrity bas always been unquestioned, and I depr cate 
the attacks which have been made upon it, apparently without 

1 
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foundation, and I am glad to learn that the Assistant Secretary J of which amoun~ no_t to exceed ~38,500 may be expended for personal 
of the Treasury in charge of prohibition enforcement has issued services in the District of Columbia. 
a statement declaring in no uncertain terms that the action of Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
the prohibition department in transferring Colonel Herbert from amendment to the last paragraph, to strike out "$385,000," in 
Baltimore to Montana in no way was intended to reflect upon line 4 and insert "$400 000." 
Colonel Herbert's honesty or integrity as a prohibition official Th~ CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an 
and that his reputation in that respect in the department was amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
of the highest. [Applause.] The Clerk read as follows: 

The pro forma amendments were withdrawn. Amendment by Mr. JoHNSON of Washington: Page 116, line 4, strike 
The Clerk read as follows : out " $385,000 " and insert in lieu thereof " $400,000." 

BUREAU OF NATURALIZATION Mr. JOHNSON of 'Vashington. Mr. Chairman and gentle-
Salaries : For the commissioner and other personal services in the men, this is a service that was set up dur1ng war times to 

District of Columbia, $113,000. assist men to find places of employment-to try to get the man 
General expenses: For compensation, to be fixed by the Secretary of to the job. It is used a great deal in connection with semi

Labot·, of officers, clerks, and employees appointed for the purpose of migratory labor-is used year in and year out in all the cities, 
carrying on the work of the Bureau of Naturalization, as provided in and is being used to the limit right now. 
the acts authorizing a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens The appropriation is not enough, in my opinion. Here is 
throughout the United States, and establishing the Bureau of Naturali- another service that needs more money and the appropriation 
zation, approved June 29, 1906, and March 4, 1913, and subsequent acts should be increased as the population increases. Just by way 
(U. S. c., title 8, sees. 351-416 ; U. S. C., Supp. III, title 8, sees. 355- of illustration, to show how the system works, at the beginning 
384:), including not to exceed $156,920 for personal ~rvices in the Dis- of the hearings on certain bills that have been introduced to 
trict of Columbia; traveling expenses, including not to exceed $400 for put the countries of this hemisphere on a quota basis, two 
expenses of attendance at meetings concerned with the naturalization of gentlemen who live on the Rio Grande appeared and they made 
aliens when incurred on the written authority of the Secretary of Labor; round statements as to the large number of Mexicans or people 
street-car fare, telegrams, verifications of legal papers, telephone service of that extraction that could be used in the development of the 
in offices outside of the District of Columbia; necessary supplies and Rio Grande. One man said they needed labor in his town right 
equipment for the Naturalization Service; not to exceed $25,000 for now in considerable quantity. This was testified before the 
rent of offices outside of the District of Columbia where suitable quarters House Committee on Immigration. This gentleman gave us 
can not be obtained in public buildings; and for mileage and fees to some figures. It seems that his chamber of commerce had sent 
witnesses subpamaed on behalf of the Unite.d States, the expenditures to the United States agency for some labor. The district em
from this appropriation shall be made in the manner and under such ployment office, which is under the Department of Labor, sent 
regulations as the Secretary of Labor may prescribe, $1,043•97° : Pro- 100 men up to that Texas town to get these jobs and they found 
vide4, That no part of this appropriation shall be available for the out that just 25 men could be used. This was a week or so ago. 
compensation of assistants to clerks of United States courts. The other 75 were left jobless in the town. The other man 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to stated that in th.e county where he lives they needed a large 
strike out the last word. When we reached this item in the I amount of this labor right now, that the winter vegetables were 
appropriation bill last year I directed the attention of the growing and needed attention, and I think work on the cotton 
chairman of the committee to the matter of the New York was about to start. I have forgotten the details, but at any 
naturalization office, and I wish to ask the chairman at this rate they needed a lot of labor. His statement was printed 
time if he has any information regarding just how far behind widely. We started an inquiry through this very service, and 
that office is at the present time in the matter of the naturaliza- found that 15,000 people from Mexico were without work and 
tion papers of aliens. almost without food in that American town. Does anyone 

Mr. SHREVE. My recollection is that the officer in charge think this is a small problem? 
told us that they were very, very nearly current. Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. May I say that at the in- Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 
creased price of $20 for each naturalization final certificate the Mr. PALMER. I understand this appropriation is increased 
income upon 25,000 citizens' papers would run into quite a sum $160,000 for the next year .. 
of money. There was a time some years ago, according to my Mr. JOHNSON of Washmgton. That is good. I am glad to 
information, that the New York office of the Naturalization hear it. 
Bureau was approximately 25,000 requests behind in its work. Mr. BACON. And does not the gentleman also realize that 

Through the efficiency and tireless energy of the director of we have given Mr. Jones everything he has asked? 
the New York office, Merton A. Sturgis, conditions there have Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Well, the real asking has to 
been immeasurably improved. This splendid public servant, start away back ahead of the making of the Annual Budget. 
with his small staff, working in harmony, have brought about Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask to withdraw this amend
this salutary change. Last year when -we had this bill before ment. I am not going to try to extract money from the Fed
the House for consideration the distinguished chairman from eral Treasury, no matter how important, when there are only 
Pennsylvania informed me that they had allocated an addi- nine Members on my side and less than a quorum in the Cham
tiona! $100,000 to the New York naturalization office. I am ber. The Budget has got us. It fixes things for us. The 
desirous of ascertaining what amount, if any, has been appro- Labor Department is a small one with limited personnel, and 
priated to that office in the present bill that will enable the yet that personnel is spread all along both borders, and in all 
director, Mr. Sturgis, to secure adequate help and bring the the States of the United States, witll good executive heads, 
work up to date. good stations, and a good system-as far as it goes. It deals 

Mr. SHREVE. I think we have taken care of everything, with human beings; it can be of greater service. It is a small 
because we have given them $253,000 additional this year, and department. Any funds for it and its ever-increasing work 
I think that will care :tor an increased number of clerks. look big, and the figures seem to frighten everybody. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. That will help materially, I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to withdraw the 
and I am glad to have that assurance. This branch at New amendment. 
York as now conducted will bring large revenue to the Public The CHAIRMAN. Without objectio:l, the amendment will be 
Treasury, but adequate and competent help is essential and withdrawn. 
imperative in order to do so. There was no objection. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
The Clerk read as follows: consent to proceed for three minutes. 

mMPLOYMENT SERVICE The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
To enable the Secretary of Labor to foster, promote, and develop the gentleman from Alabama? 

welfare of the wage earners of the United States, including juniors There was no objection. 
legally employed, to improve their working conditions, to advance their Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It is unfortunate that the gentle-
opportunities for profitable employment by regularly collecting, furnish- man from Washington has not given careful study to the mat
ing, and publishing employment information as to opportunities for em- ters for which he seeks increased appropriations. He has offered 
ployment; maintaining a system for clearing labor between the several four amendments this afternoon, and I submit to the committee 
States; cooperating with and coordinating the public employment offices there is no merit in any amendment offered. 
throughout the country, including personal services in the District of Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Except one. [Laughter.] 
Columbia and elsewhere ; traveling expenses; supplies and equipment, Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. '£he first amendment, since it in-
telegraph and telephone service, and miscellaneous expenses; $385,000, volved a matter of bookkeeping, tlte transferring of $500 from 
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one it m to another item, the committee accepted. That is all 
it lnv lv d-not a dollar of incr a e in the appropriation. It 
wlll not improve in the slightest the efficiency of the service. 

'l'hen the g ntlemnn undertook to increase another appropria
tion by ··-,ooo, and confc , cdly, when the facts were disclosed, 
b hnd not xamlned them, and that amendment was withdrawn. 

Tll n h propo cd an lnc1·eas of $100,000 under another item 
wH11ont knowledge that the committee had rrrant d far more for 
that it •m than it ha<l v r cnrried in the pa t. 

Mr. .TOliN ' of Wu::;hington. 'Vill the g ntleman yield? 
~'hnt i' not n fair ~tatcm nL · 

Mr. JJIVER of Aluhumn ( ontlnuing). And then the Com
mitt€· of th Wh I , n th informati u ubmitted by the gentle
man from P nnsylvnuiu nnd by the gentl man from Wa hington, 
vot d ou tht nm<•n<lm nt, with the r ult that the amendment 
off r cl by th • gentleman fr m :Vt\Shington r ceived only 7 votes, 
I think, or perhup~ , ~:o~o th amendment failed. 

Mr. J II. .. • of 'Ya:hington. To make it correct, it wa!': 9. 
fr. OLIVI~R of Alabama. ThL~, it would m, i a jury's 

verdict n the uc•c•uracy of th inf rmation ad-vanced by the 
g ntl mnn from Wa.·hlngton in support of increa ed appropria
tions. 

TIAIRMA . The time of the gentleman f m Alabama 
has pir d. 

Mr. LIVI~R of .\lnbnma. Mr. hairman, I ask unanimou 
c•on. nt to pro • d for two mor minute . 

l'h HAIR fA . Without obje tion, it is so or<l red. 
Ther wn~o~ no ohje<'tion. 
• tJo. .J liN :o oi' Washington. "rm the gentleman yield? 
1\tr. LIVER of Alahamn. Yes. 
Mr. ,J liN N or \Va. hin~ton. The g ntleman from Wash

ln~ton will admit tllat be offer <1 two of th am ndments in 
ord r to ur tim to peak. The lo. t one was offered for 
thnt purp :e. 'Ve w re about to ri . The gentleman from 
\Vnsbington contend. that be know exactly what the Budget 
wn. n:k 1 for with r RJ)ect to border patrol and what wo. 
gn nteu. o the hnrg that he is misinformed on that ·ubj ct, 
to ·uy the 1 a. t, 1 unfair. 

Ir. LIVER f Alabama. It 1 u. great pity the gentleman 
di<l n t tate it in . uch wny a to carry ome weight with the 
Ilou. · . 

lr. J II • • .. of 'va. hlngton. I did say that the committee 
bnd add a to the bill. 

1\!r. LIVEH of Alabama. Permit me to .. ay that this bill, 
if Aubj <'t to any <:rlti ·ism, i sulJj ·t to the critici m that lt 
~rri . for many it m too lib ra1 appropriation; but the com
mitte , r cognizln~ thut hu inc •. conditions were not sati fac
tory, and that th hi f Ex ·utiv oc upied a po ition that en
abl d him to carefully survey und evaluate the bu ine re
quir m 'ntH of th~ depat·tment , gaYe approval to the Pre ·
d nt' · r ·omm udution~. though in ome in tances we felt they 
w •t· v .ry lib ral, ]n·nbubly too lib rat. 

I r 1 'at, if thi~ bill whi •11 you will vote on in a few minutes 
lR !'uhj ·t to any ct·lticism-that critici ;m is that it carries for 
omc it m t o larg nn nppr priation. 
Mr. J n " of Wn~llington. Mr. hninnan, I move to 

trike ut the ln~t three word . 
'l'h H IR lA . I ther obj ction to the gentleman from 

\Vashington having five additional minutes? 
Ther wn no objc ·tion. 
Mr. J II ~s :r of \Vn::;hington. Ir. Chairman and gentle-

• m Jl, my time all thron h this d bate has been limited. And 
the print d h aring.' nr compr . , d-f w pag , and worth 
r ding. I und rtook to say earlier in the afternoon frankly 
that thi ubcommitt f th Appr priations Committee had 
ma<l incr a. s nlmoRt all along the lin for the Department 
of l .. nbor. I did not att mpt to read the actual increa from 
thi tabl which i uttn h d to the hcnrln . I do have the 
fucts; I think I ·tatcd th m ·orr ctly. I admit that I offered 
two amendment:; for the .·pre purpo e of securing limit d 
tlme t p ak, hoping Uu1.t I 'might inform the Committee of 
tll Wh l IIou ·e for tl1e futur . I am right when I tated 
tlmt thl. partment of Labor i truggling to make things go. 
Th wh ~ Imml~t·atlon rvice is in one lump urn, of , 00,-

in I hav b en in ongre I have een it climb from 
,000. I ba vc en immigration drop from a net of 

1. ,000 a y r to a net of 300,000 a year. I have n deporta
tl n in r a. d from 3,000 a year to more than 12,000 a year. 
It hn be n worth t11c fight. 

I have tried to pr c d to-dny without criticizing the commit
te of 35 member , or nny of th ulJcommittees. This bill 
approprlat f r four d partments. If I bad the time, I would 
slate ju:t how th e Umat ' go up from the departments to the 
Burenu of the Budget, what the instructions are for the ap
pron •bing y ar as com1>ared with the dying year, and the whole 

system, and why most bureau chiefs speak softly before the 
appropriations subcommittees. 

Mr. Chairman, I am sorry and I feel hurt to think that in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union a 
Member can not endeavor to present matters before the member
ship of the committee without having himself criticized se
verely at the lust moment for trying to furni"'h infonnation 
which i not so easy to obtain. It seems to me that the Labor 
Department has a great deal more than it can do if it pends 
every dollar that it can get. A1mo t every spring along many 
line ·. particularly deportation, the departm nt ba to ~low down 
and mark time while waiting for appropriations that will 
b come effective July 1. 

l\lr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
Mr. BREVE. Mr. hairman, I move tbnl the committee 

do now rise and report the bill to the Hou..,e, with the recom
m ndation that the amendment be agreed to and that the biU 
a amended do pass. 

The motion wa agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee ro .. e; and the Speaker having re

. ume>d the chair, Mr. lliPES, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the tate of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8960) 
making ap'propriations for the Departments of State. Ju tice, 
and for the judiciary, and for · the Departments of Commerce 
and Labor, for the fi cal year nding June 30, 1931, and for 
other purpose , had directed him to report the ame back with 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend
ment be agreed to and the bill a amended do pa s . 

1\!r. BREVE. Mr. peaker, I move the previous question. 
The previou question wa ord red. 
The SPEAKER. I a eparate vote demanded on any amend

ment? If not, the Chair will put them in gro . 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill wa ordered to be engros ed and read a third time, 

and wa read the third time. 
Mr. CHAFER of \Visconsin. :Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol

lowinno motion to recommit, which I end to the desk. 
The PEAKER. I the gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. SCHAFER of ''i con in. I am oppo ed to the bill in its 

pr :-en t form. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion to re

commit. 
The Clerk read a follows : 
Mr. CHAFER of Wi consin moves to recommit the bill to the Com

mittee on Appropriations, with instructions to report the bill back 
forthwith with the following amendment : 

On page 36, line 10, strike out "$203,600 " and insert in lieu thereof 
.. 303,600." 

The PEAKER. The que tion is on the motion to recommit. 
'The que~tion was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

CHAFER of Wisconsin) there were--ayes 4, noes 70. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wi con in. Mr. peaker, I object to the 

vote on the ground that there is no quorum present, and I make 
the point of order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wiscon in makes the 
point of order that there 1 no quorum pre ent. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] It is evident that there is not a 
quorum pre ent. The Doorkeeper will clo e the doors and the 

E.'rgeant at Arms will bring in absentees. The Clerk will call 
the roll. The question is on the motion to recommit. 

The vote was taken; and there were--yeas 21, nays 292, not 
voting 114, as follow : 

[Ron No. 6] 
YEAS-21 

Andre n Johnson, Tex. Maas chafer, Wis. 
Black Jones, Tex. Patman talford 

ooper, Wis. Kading Patterson Welch, Calif. 
Gr en Kvale Peavey 
Howard LaGuardia Pittenger 
Hull, Wis. Lampert Rankin 

NAYS-292 
Abernethy Blackburn Canfield Cooper, Ohio 
Ack<'rman Bland ann on ooper, Tenn. 
Adkins Bloom arter, Calif. Corning 
Aldrich Bohn artwrlgbt Cox 
Allen Bolton <..~almer Coyle 
Allgood Bowman Chindblom raddock 
Almon Box Cla~e Cramton 
Andrew Brand, Ga.. Clancy Crl p 
Arnold Briggs lark, M<l. Cros,·er 
Auf der Heide Browne . Clark, N.C. Culkin 
Ayre Browning Clarke, N. Y. Cullen 
Ba<'harach Brumm ochran, Mo. Dallinger 
Bachmann Brunner Cochran, Pa. Davenport 
Bacon Buchanan Colller Davis 
Bankhead Buckbee C'ollins Dempsey 
B~trbour Burtness olton De Priest 
BN<ly Butler Connery DeRouen 
B ers Byrn. Connolly Domlniclt 
B•Jl Campbell, Iowa Cooke Dough ton 



2654 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE· JANUARY 29 
Dowell 
Drewry 
Driver 
Dunbar 
Dyer 
Eaton, Colo. 
Eaton, N.J. 
Edwards 
Elliott 
Eslick 
Esterly 
Evans, Calif. 
F'enn 
Fish 
Fisher 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fort 
Frear 
Freeman 
French 
Fulmer 
Garber, Okla. 
Garber, Va. 
Garner 
Gasque 
Gavagan 
Gibson 
Gifford 
Glover 
Glynn 
Graham 
Gregory 
Griffin 
Guyer 
Hadley 
Hale 
Hall, Ill. 
Hall, Ind. 
Hall, Miss. 
Hall, N.Dak. 
Halsey 
Hammer 
Hancock 
Hardy 
Hare 
Hartley 
Hastings 
Hess 
Hickey 
Hill. Wash. 
Hoffman 
Hogg 
Holaday 

Hooper Michener 
Hope Miller 
Hopkins Milligan 
Houston, Del. ]dontague 
Huddleston ]xlontet 
Hudson Mooney 
1Iull, Morton D. Moore, Ky. 
Hull, Tenn. Moore, Ohio 
Irwin Morehead 
Johnson, Ill. Morgan 
Johnson, Okla. Mouser 
Johnson, Wash. Nelson, Me. 
Johnston, Mo. Nelson, Mo. 
Kahn Newhall 
Kelly Niedringhaus 
Kemp Nolan 
Kendall, Pa. Norton 
Kerr O'Connell, N.Y. 
Ketcham O'Connell, R. I. 
Kiefner O'Connor, Okla. 
Kiess Oldfield 
Kincheloe Oliver, Ala. 
Knutson Oliver, N. Y. 
Kopp Owen 
Korell Palmer 
Kunz Palmisano 
Langley Parker 
Lankford, Ga. Parks 
Lankford, Va. Perkins 
Larsen Prall 
Leavitt p tt R th 
Lee, Tex. Q~~n' u 
Leech . Ragon 
~ff~ach Rainey, Henry T. 
Linthicum Ramseyer 
Luce Ramspeck 
Ludlow Ransley 
McClintic, Okla. ~:I3uNn y 
McClintock, Ohio Reid,' ni. . 
McCormack, Mass. Robinson 
McDuffie Rogers 
Mcli~adden Romjue 
McKeown Rowbottom 
McLaughlin Rutherford 
McLeod Sanders N Y 
McMillan Sanders: Tex.· 
McReynolds Sandlin 
Manlove Schneider 
Mansfield Sears 
Mapes Seger 
Martin Shaffer, Va. 
Menges Short, Mo. 
Michaelson Shott, W.Va. 

NOT VOTING-114 

Shreve 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Sloan 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith, W. Vu. 
Snell 
Snow 
Sparks 
Speaks 
Sproul, Ill. 
Stalker 
Stone 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 
Summers, Wash. 
Sumners, Tex. 
Swanson 
Taber 
•.rarver 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Temple 
Thatcher 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tilson 
Tinkham 
Tucker 
Turpin 
Underhill 
Vestal 
Vincent, Mich. 
Vinson, Ga. 
Wainwright 
Walker 
Warren 
Wason 
Watres 
Watson 
Welsh, Pa. 
White 
Whitehead 
Whitley 
Whittington 
Wigglesworth 
Williamson 
Wilson 
Wingo 
Wolverton, N.J. 
Wolverton, W.Va. 
Woodrum 
Wright 
Wyant 
Yon 

Arentz Doutl'ich Johnson, Nebr. Reece 

~Bsea wcirk~l g~~[l f ~~~=~~. ~. Dak. ~~ib~~~ing 
Drane Kearns Selvig 

Boylan Ellis Kendall, Ky. Simms 
Brand, Ohio Englebright Kurtz Sirovich 
Brigham Estep Lambertson Somers, N.Y. 
Britten Evans, Mont. Lanham Spearing 
Burdick Foss Lea, Calif. Sproul, Kans. 
Busby Free Lindsay Steagall 
Cable Fuller Lozier Stedman 
Campbell, Pa. Gambrill McCloskey Stevenson 
Carley Garrett McCormick, Ill. Stobbs 
Carter, Wyo. Golder McSwain Sullivan, N. Y. 
Celler Goldsborough Magrady Sullivan, Pa. 
Chase Goodwin Mead Swick 
Cbristgau Greenwood Merritt Swing 
Christopherson Haugen Moore, Va. Taylor, Colo. 
Cole Hawley Murphy 'l'imberlake 
Crail Hill, Ala. Nelson, Wis. Treadway 
Cross Hoch O'Connor, La. Underwood 
Crowther Hudspeth O'Connor, N. Y. Williams 
Curry Hughes Porter Wolfenden 
Darrow Hull, William E. Pou, Wood 
Denison Igoe Pratt, Harcourt J. Wuodrutf 
Dickinson James Pritchard Yates 
Dickstein Jeffers Purnell Zihlman 
Douglas, Ariz. Jenkins Quayle 
Douglass, Mass. Johnson, Ind. Ramey, Frank M. 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs : 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Darrow with Mr. Hudspeth. 
Mr. Purnell with Mr. Mead. 
Mr. Frank M. Ramey with Mr. Sabath. 
Mr. Denison with Mr. Douglas of Arizona. · 
Mr. Murphy with Mr. Moore of Virginia. 
Mr. Seiberling with Mr. Garrett. 
Mr. Free with Mr. Drane. 
Mr. Golder with Mr. Spearing. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Pou. 
Mr. Swick with Mr. Aswell. 
Mr. Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Doxey. 
Mr. Harcourt J. Pratt with Mr. Hill of Alabama. 
Mr. Crowther with Mr. Taylor of Colorado. 
Mr. Christopherson with Mr. Lanham. 
Mr. Ellis with Mr. McCloskey. 
Mr. Swing with Mr. Stedman. 
Mr. Yates with Ur. Williams. 
Mr. Hoch with Mr. Fuller. 
Mr. Zihlman wHh Mr. Boylan. 
Mr. Treadway with Mr. Douglass of 1\fassachusettB.. 
Mr. Hawley with Mr. Carley. 
Mr. Magrady with Mr. Busby. 
Mr. Reece with Mr. Quayle. 
M~·. Merritt with Mr. Gambrill. 

Mr. Burdick with Mr. O'Connor of New York. 
Mr. Kurtz with Mr. Underwood. 
Mr. Crail with Mr. Sullivan of New York. 
Mr. Dickinson with Mr. Doyle. 

M~: ~e~f~~d:~t~i~r.M~~n~~Wwain. 
Mr. Jenkins with Mr. Igoe. 
Mr. Goodwin with Mr. Lozier. 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Steagall. 
Mr. Englebright with Mr. Lea of California. 
Mr. Curry with Mr. Greenwood. 
Mr. Beck with Mr. Somers of New York. 
Mrs. McCormick of Illinois with Mr. Jeffers. 
Mr. Campbell of Pennsylvania with Mr. Sirovich. 
Mr. Selvig with Mr. Evans of Montana. 
1\fr. Timberlake with Mr. O'Connor of Louisiana. 
Mr. James with Mr. Celler. 
Mr. Sullivan of Pennsylvania with Mr. Dickstein. 
Mr. Estep with Mr. Goldsborough. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The doors were opened. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 

bill. 
The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. SHREVE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
GOOD ROADS 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to · 
take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 5616, to amend the 
act entitled "An act to provide that the United States shall aid 
the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for other 
purposes," approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supple
mented, and for other purposes, with a Senate amendment 
thereto, disagree to the Senate amendment, and ask for a con
ference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 5616, 
with a Senate amendment thereto, disagree to the Senate amend
ment, and ask for a conference. The Clerk will report the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Iowa? 
There was no objection. 
The Chair appointed the following conferees: Mr. DowELL, 

Mr. BRAND of Ohio, and Mr. ALMON. 

ATTENDANCE AT STATE FAIRS 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent to incorporate in the RECORD a brief statement made by 
myself in respect to attendance at State fairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, there appears in the 

CoNGRESSIONAL RE<lORD of January 27 a statement by my friend, 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN], as follows: 

On the 16th day of December, 1929, ·in a speech c.lelivered on the floor 
of the House relative to Nebraska's diamond jubilee, I made the state
ment that Nebraska had a larger attendance at its State fair than any 
other State. The statement was challenged by my friend, honorable Mr. 
KN:JTSON, of Minnesota, whose State had heretofore led in State-fair 
attendance. I have taken time and opportunity to verify the correct
ness of my statement of leadership and the following figures fairly 
support my general statement then made. The attendance for the years 
1928 and 1929 at the leading State fairs are as follows, arranged in the 
order of the State's rank in 1929. 

This was followed by a list of fairs with their respective at
tendances for the years 1928 and 1929. 

My friend overlooked including the attendance of the Texas 
State Fair which is held at Dallas, and for the purpose of mak
ing his data more ·comprehensive I take the liberty of adding to 
the figures given, those showing the attendance at the Dallas 
fair during those years. The data as corrected would be as 
follows: 

Nebraska State Fair ___ ------------------------------------
Ohio State Fair __ -----------------------------------------
Minnesota State Fair __ -----------------------------------
Iowa State Fair_-------------------------------------------
Kansas State Fair ___ --------------------------------------_ 
illinois State Fair_----------------------------------------
Missouri State Fair __ --------------------------------------Wisconsin State Fair ____________ ----- _____________________ _ 
Indiana State Fair_----------------------------------------
New York State Fair ___ -----------------------------------

~~f~~~:as~~~eF;~r~===================================== 
Texas State Fair_------------------------------------------

1928 1929 

427,004 
338,587 
457,212 
367, 226 
350, ()()() 
331,000 
235,075 
267,471 
254,587 
225,913 
232,388 
260,449 

1, 011,265 

437,660 
437,000 
433,208 
432,257 
350, ()()() 
3.30, 900 
281,992 
272,411 
245,194 
235,996 
196,400 
145,000 
963,565 
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It wlll be noted thnt the attendance last year wa only 

963,G6G. This rc. ·ult d from a curtailment on account of very 
fi v r w ather during a part of the period in which the fair 
wa.· being held. The attendance during 1927 was ju t a little 
nbov the att udance of 1928, the attendance for 1927 being 
1,02 ,:ll7. 

'l'hi~ 1 not a remnrknble att ndancc, everything considered, 
b au the Dnlla 'tate Fair is perhnp the greatest annual 

xpo ltlon tn the world. I am glud to make this contribution 
t wnrd baviug my friend' figures more compreben ive and 
ex t. 
JOliN KERRIOA. , SAMUEL XURZMA · , W.n..Lll:U: BEN~KE, AND ONE 

ENGLEBEBO 

Mr. MI HENIOR. Mr. penker, by dir tion of the Commit
t •e on tl1e Judiciary, and at the r •que t of the chairman of 
that c mmitt e, I submit a privll g d r po11: from that com
mitt() , whi lh I . . nd to the desk and a k to have read. 

'l'b 'I rk read as follow : 
IJou c RcS<>lutlon 130 

Rcsolv d, Tbat the cretary of the Tr a ury be, and hereby is, 
rcqu I t d, 1t not incompatible with the public interest, to furnish the 
Spt>nkt>r of t11e Ilou, e with answers to tbc following queries : 

1. Whnt wus tb r port of the investigation of the Treasury Depart
ment on which th f'mployment of. the following-named prohibition 
ng nt in N w York ity was ba ed: John Kerrigan, Samuel Klll'llman, 
WJJllnru Ben nk<:', and one Engleberg? 

2. W r tbe nbov named ag nts r commended for employment by , 
the Problbltlon nur u by amuel S. Ko nlg, Republican leader of 
New York ouuty, and wbo wer the otb r tndor crs of their character 
and fitu ? 

3. W re any or the above-named ag nts dlRmlssed from the Treas
ury rvlcc, and r ports on which said dismissals were based? 

•· llav nny a nts been appointed 1n the Prohibition Unit who have I 

bad pollc t·ccord ? 

:Mr. 1\IICIIENER. Mr. Speaker, this i an adverse report, and 
th refol'c I move thai the re olution do lie on the table. 

The motion wns agr ed to. 
BOARD OF VISITOR:, NAVAL ACADEMY 

Tbo P <..AKER. Under authority of ~ tion 1081, title 34, 
of th Unit d tat Cod the hair appoint the following 
Mf'ml)CTS to the Board of Vi itors to the Naval Academy. 

'l'bc lerk rend a follow : 
Mr. RoYAL • J nNSON, of South Dnkotn; Mr. C. ELLIS MOORE, of 

Ohio; Mr. llA.n OORT J. PRA.TT, of New York; Mr. JOHN M. EvANS, 
ot Montana; nnd Mr. WILLIAM A. ATREs, of Knnsas. 

LEAVE Oi' ABSEJ."'CE 

By unanimous con .ent, I ave of flbsence was granted to Mr. 
movron for two w •ks on ac ount of illne ". 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. peaker, I move that the House do now 
adjou.rn. 

Th motion wn ngr d to; ac rdingly (at 4 o'clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Hou. e adjourned to · meet to-morrow, 
Thur lny, January 30, 1 30, at 12 o·clock noon. 

COMMITTEE llEARINGS 
Mr. TIL ON submitted the following t ntative list of com

mitt bearing schcdul d for Thursday, January 30, 1930, as 
reported to the 1loor lender by clerks of the several committees: 

C MMI'M'EE ON AI>PBOPB.IATlONS 

( 10.30 a. m. and 2 p. m.) 
District o:C olumbia appropriation bill. 
D tlciency appropriation bill. 

(10.30 a. m.) 
Navy D partment approprlntion bill. 

COld UTTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

(10.30 a. m.) 
Authorizing the appropriation of the sum of $871,665 as the 

contribution of tb United Stat s toward the Christopher 
olumbus Memorial Lightbou at Santo Domingo (H. J. 

R s. 5.) 
To provide for the det 1·minat1on of claims for damages sus

tain d by th fluctuation f the water levels of the Lake of the 
Wood in c rtuin ca (H. R. 5051). 

COMMITT ON TUE DI TIUOT OF COLUMBIA-SUBCO:U:MlTTEE ON 
INSURANCE AND BANKING 

(10 a. m.-Room 452) 
To authot·Ize ·frat('rnal and ben volent corporations heretofore 

cr •at <1 by s. clal act of Congr s to divide and separate the 

in urance activities from the fraternal activities by an act of its 
supreme legislative body, subject to the approval of the superin
tendent of insurance of the District of Columbia (H. R. 7701). 

To provide a code of insurance law for the District of Colum
bia (excepting marine insurance as now provided for by the act 
of Marcb 4, 1922, and fraternal and beneYolent insurance as. ocl
atlon or orders as provided for by the acts of March 3, 1 97, 
June 30, 1902, May 29, 1928, December 12, 1928, and December . 
20, 1928) (H. R. 3941). 

OO:MMITI'EE ON NAVAL AFF AlRS 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To authorize the Secretary of the Navy to proceed with cer

tain public works at the United States Navnl Hospital, Wash
ington, D. C. (H. R. 8866). 

COM:MI'l"'J"EE ON J:MJoiTGRATlON AND NATURALIZATION 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To con ider bills concerning aliens from countries of the West

ern Hemi phere in1migrating to the United tates. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RE OLUTIO.~:,.S 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. BEERS : Committee on Printing. H. Res. 119. A re o

lution to provide for the reprinting of House Document No. 132, 
Seventy-first ongres ', being a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy transmitting a report covering the selection of loca
tions d~emed mo t uitable for a naval airship base (Rept. No. 
550). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAPES : Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 8712. A bill to legalize a combined sewer and 
submarine cable con tructed under the Grand River near the 
pumping station on Market A venue at Grand Rapids, 1\Iicb. ; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 551). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. COLTON: Committee on Roads. H. R. 758G. A bill to 
amend the act entitled "An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post 
roads, and for other purpose ," approved July 11, 1916, as 
amended and supplemented, and for other purpo es; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 555). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole Hou..,e on the tate of the Union. 

Mr. FISHER: Committee on Military Aft'air . H. R. 21u6. 
A bill authorizing the sale of all of the interest and rights of 
the United States of America in the Columbia Arsenal prop
erty, situated in the ninth civil district of Maury County, Tenn., 
and providing that the net fund be deposited in the military 
post construction fund, and for the repeal of Public Law No. 
542 (H. R. 12479), ventieth ongre s ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 5~ ) • Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
. Mrs. KAHN : Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8162. 
A bill to amend the act entitled "An act to repeal and reenact 
chapter 100, 1914, Public, No. 10 , to provide for the restoration 
of Fort McHenry, in the tate of Maryland, and its permanent 
pr rvation as a national park and perpetual national memo
rial shrine as the birthplace of the immortal Star Spangled 
Banner, written by Franci Scott Key for the appropriation 
of the necessary fund , and for other purposes," approved 
March 3, 1925; without amendment (Rept. No. 559). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LINTHICUM: Committee on Foreign Affair. H. R. 
9110. A bill for the grading and clas iftcation of clerk in the 
Foreign Service of the United States of America, and provid
ing compen ation therefor; without amendment (Rept. No. 
560). Referred to the Committee of the Whole Hou e on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 742. A 
bill to prevent desecration of the ftag and insignia of the United 
States and to provide punishment therefor; without amendment 
(Rept. No 561). Referred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. PEAVEY: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 9059. A 

bill for the relief of the heirs of the late Frank J. Simmons; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 552). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PEAVEY: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 9174. A 
bill for the relief of Frank W. Tucker; without amendment 
(R.ept No. 553). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 
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, ·Mr. GUYER: Committee on Claims.- H. R. ·396, .. A bill· for 
the relief of J. H. Muus; without amendment (Rept.· No. 554). 
Referred ·to ·the Committee of the Whole House. · 

Mr. · DARROW: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R 8489. 
A bill for the relief of William C. Gray ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 556). Referred to the Committee of ·the Whole 
House. 
. Mr. JAMES: Committe on Military Affairs. H. R. 1099. A 
bill to place a retired officer of the Army on the retired list as 
a .major general; without amendment (Rept. No. 557). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

ADVERSE REPORTS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, . . 
Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. H. Res. 130. A 

resolution requesting certain information from the Secretary 
of the Treasury; adverse (Rept. No. 562). Laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees 'Yere discharged 

from the consideration of the following bills, which were referred 
as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3155) granting a pension to Montie Johnson; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill ( H. R. 8583) for the relief of the State of Maine ; Com
mittee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Commit
tee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9118) granting a pension to Beulah R. Hemphill; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee. on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions were 

introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. BRUNNER: A bill (H. R. 9297) to amend the na

tional prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 9298) to prevent disclosure of 

confidential information the physician receives from the patient 
for whom medicinal liquor is prescribed; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 9299) to extend the times . 
for commencing and completing the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Decatur, Nebr. ; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PITTENGER: A bill (H. R. 9300) to authorize the . 
Postmaster General to hire vehicles from village delivery car
riers ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 9301) to provide for the 
relinquishment by the United States of a certain tract of land 
to the borough of Stonington, in the county of New London, in 
the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. · 

By Mr. HAMMER : A bill (H. R. 9302) for the establishment 
of a United States industrial reformatory; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES (by request of the War Department): A bill 
(H. R. 9303) to authorize funds for the construction of a build
ing at Corozal, Canal Zone; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. R. 9304) ·to amend the act en
titled "An act to provide that the United States shall aid the 
States in the construction of rural post roads, and for other 
purposes," approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supple
mented, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 9305) to construct a tunnel 
under the Delaware River between the State of Pennsylvania 
and the State of New Jersey; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9306) to authorize per 
capita payments to the Indians of the Pine Ridge Reservation, 
. S. Dak. ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9307) to create a commission to investigate 
the issuance of fee simple patents to Indians not applying there
for, and for other purposes ; .to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CRADDOCK: A bill (H. R. 9308) crediting certain 
employees with time served as employees of third-class post 
offices for the purposes of the civil service retirement laws; to 
the Committee on the Civil Service. · 

By Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
232) to amend the joint resolution entitled "Joint resolution to 
provide for eradication of pink bollworm and authorizing an 

I 

appropriation therefor,'~ approved -May 21, 1928; to the Com
mittee-on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ·WOOD: Resolution -(H. Res. 139) that a subcom
mittee of the Committee on Appropriations be designated to 
hold· hearings relative to the Mediterranean fruit fly, and fo.r 
other purposes; to the Committee on Rules. 

. . . 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 

referred as follows : 
By Mr. BLACKBURN: Memorial of the house of representa

tives, Commonwealth of Kentucky, urging a change in the so
called adjusted service certificate law so that these certificates 
may be payable at once; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 9309) granting a pen

sion to Robert Gross; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 9310) granting a 

pension to Dexter Aldrich ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9311) granting a pension to Oscar T. Ginn; 

to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. ESTERLY: A bill (H. R. 9312) granting an increase 

of pension to Cyrus Garfield Fox; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 9313) granting a pension to 

Louisa H. Burch; to the Committee on Im-alid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9314) granti:r;:~g an increase of pension to 

Lizzie R. Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HARTLEY: A bill (H. R. 9315) granting a pension to 

Adam Frommer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9316) granting a pension to Teresa 

Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to Charles B. 

Mullin ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase 

of pension to Mattie C. Dunham; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 9319) grant
ing an increase of pension to Ida H. Trimble; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9320) grant
ing a pension to .Mahal_a Turner.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9321) to 
extend the benefits of the employers' liability act of September 
7, 1916. to James Robert Allen; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 9322) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary C. Hanley ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 140) to certify 
Nicholas Casale to be the smallest fighting soldier in the 
American Expeditionary Forces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
3750. By. Mr. ACKERMAN: Petition from the Quincy O'M. 

Gillmore Camp, No. 16, United Spanish War Veterans, E. M. 
Andrews, commander, urging the enactment of House bill 2562, 
granting an increase of pension to Spanish-American War 
veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3751. By Mr. BLACKBURN : Petition of sundry citizens of 
Estill County, Ky., urging the passage of legislation praying 
for increased pensions to Spanish War veterans; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

3752. By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of L. M. Hartruett and 50 
or more citizens .of the second (Queensboro) New York district, 
urging Congress to pass favorably upon Senate bill 476 and 
House bill 2562, to increase pensions of Spanish-War veterans; 
to the Committee on Pensions . 

3753. By Mr. BUCKBEE : Petition of George Buel and i6 
other residents of Mendota, Ill., asking for early passage of 
House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to 
Spanish-War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3754. By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of certain citizens of Crook 
County, Oreg., praying for increase of pensions to veterans of 
the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3755. By Mr. CHALMERS : Petition signed by residents of 
Toledo, Ohio, urging the passage of legislation increasing the 
pensions of all Spanish War veterans; to the. Committee on 
Pensions. 
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3776. Als , ·petition of David R. Woodin::rton, 816 Thayor 

'treet, Torfolk, Va., and others, asking peedy considerati n and 
pa . ·age of enate bill 476 and Hou ·e blll 2562, providing for 
increa d rate of pension for panish-A.meriean War veteran ; 
to the Committee on Pen ion ·. 

3777. Also, petition of M. E. cott, 3217 Somme Avenue, Nor
folk, Va., and other., a king ·peedy consideration and pa age 
of enate bill 476 and llou~e bill 2562, providing for incr a cd 
rate of pen ·ion for Spani h-American War "eterans; to the Com
mittEo•e on Pensions. 

377 . Also, petition of Samuel Harrell, of 1012 Effingham 
Stre t, Port ·mouth, Va., and George Tyne ·, of 64 1 Torth tre t, 
Port:-1mouth, Va., a . king . peedy con !deration and pa a~e of 

enate bill 476 and Hou e bill 2562, providing for increa ed 
rate of pen ion for Spani h-American War veterans; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

3779. Also. petition of ;r, W. Holland, 207 Court Street, Ports
mouth, Ya., and other , a.Jking peedy con idcration and pa age 
of enate bill 476 and Hou.·e bill 2562, providing for increa ed 
rate. of pen. ion of Spani h-American War veterans; to the Com
mitt on Pen ·ion . 

37 . AI o, petition of G. W. Ililton, route 2, box 96, Ports
mouth, Va., and others, a..,king . peedy consid ration and pa a"e 
of enate bill 476 and Hou..,e bill 2562, providing for increa d 
rate of pen ·ion for pani ·h-American War veterans; to the 
Committee on Pen ions. 

37 1. By llr. LETT : Petition of ;John Tork and other citi
zen of Davenport, Iowa, urging the pa · age of pen ion legis
lation in behalf of the pan~h-American War veterans; to the 
'ommittee on Pen ·ion . 

37 2. Also, petition of ;Je ·e L. Doty and other citizen of 
Davenport, Iowa, urging the pa age of pension legi ·Iation in 
behalf of the Spani h-American '\"ar veterans; to the Committee 
on P n ion . 

37 . Al o, petition of W. L. Bowers and other citizen of 
DaT"enport. Iowa, urging the pa .. ·age of pension legi Iation in 
behalf of the Spani ·h-American War veteran ; to the Committee 
on P Dl-!ion~'. 

37 4. AI o, petition of Ed. M:. Kurtz and other citizens of 
Duvenport, Iowa, urging the pa. · ·age of pension legislation in 
hehalf of the pani h-American War veteran ; to the Commit
tee on P n 'ions. 

37 5. By 1r. McCLINTOCK of Ohio: Petition of 2,000 mem
bers of the Mo . e Lodge of Canton, Ohio, favoring increa d 
pen ·ions for Spanil h 'Var veteran ; to the Committee on Pen
ion.·. 

37 6. By Mr. MENGE : Petition pre ·ented by ;John D. Fer
ree- and other citizens of York ounty, Pa., urging the pas
sage of Senate bill 476 and Hou ·e bill 2562, which provide 
increa.· d rates of pen ion for 'pani ·b-American War veterans; 
to the Committee on Pen ions. 

37 7. By Mr. MOU ER: Petition of citizens of Findlay, Van 
Bur n. North Baltimore. and Raw on, Ohio, a"'ldng pa . age ot 
the panLh-American War pen ion bill known, a the Knutson 
bill (H. R. 2562) ; to the ommittee on Pen.·ion ·. 

37 . By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of WiUiam 
Henry Baumann, pre ident of the Continental Mortooa~e Guar
ante Co., of New York City, oppo._ing th pa~ age of House bill 
8634, providin~ for the tabli bment in the D partment of the 
Tr at-~ury of a Federal building loan board; to the Committee 
on Banking and Curr ncy. 

37 9. By 1\Irs. OLDFIELD: Petition of C. M. Han~ haw and 
other citizens of Independence and Izard Counties, .Ark., urging 
additional pen ion leg:i lation: to the Committee on Pension . 

379 . By Mr. HE~"'RY T. RAI EY: Petition sirn d by Carson 
T. Metc-.1lf and 67 other citizens of Greene Count.v, Ill., prote t
ing again t taking radio . tation KWKH, of hr •veport, La., 
off the air; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fi ·heri ·. 

3791. Also, petition signed by ;James Bowie and 171 other citi
zen of Carrollton, Greene ounty, Ill., prote ting against tak
ing radio tation KWKH, "'hreveport, La., off the air; to the 
Committee on the Merchant :Marine and Fisherie . 

3792. By Mr. ROBIN ON : Petition signed by E. C. Ru ell, 
of 791 .... Tevada Street, Dubuque. Iowa, and 30 other citizens of 
Dubuque, Iowa, urging the passage of legi ~Jation which will 
increa,e the rates of pen ion of the Spanish-American War vet
eran. : to the Committee on Pen ·ions. 

3793. By Mr. DlM .... : Petition of 69 citizen of lear
water, Ewing, and Inman, Nebr., a. king for speedy con id ra
tion and pas age of pending bill providing for increa ed rates 
of pent-~ion to the men who served in tile armed force· of the 
L'nited tates during the Spanish 'Var period; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 



2658 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE JANUARY 30 
3794. By 1\Ir. SPEAKS : Petition signed by 15 citizens of 

Columbus, Ohio, urging support of Senate bill 476 and House 
bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to men who 
served in the armed forces of the United States during the 
Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3795. Also, .petition signed .by 51 citizens of Columbus, Ohio, 
urging support of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing 
for increased rates of pension to men who served in the armed 
forces of the United States during the Spanish War period; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3796. By Mr. ZIHLMAN : Petition of citizens of Hancock, 
Md., urging immediate and favorable action on House bill 2562 
and Senate bill 476, providing for increased rates of pension to 
Spanish-American .war veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY., January 30, 1930 

·(Legis~atwe day of Monday, Janu(lll·v 6, 1930) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ashurst George Kean Sheppard 
Baird Gillett J Kendrick Shipstead 
Barkley Glass Keyes Shortridge 
Bingham Glenn La Follette Simmons 
Black Goff McKellar Smith 
Blease Goldsborough McMaster Smoot 
Borah Gould McNary Steiwer 
Bratton Greene Metcalf Sullivan 
Brookhart Grundy Moses Swanson 
Broussard Hale Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 
Capper Harris Norris Townsend 
Connally Harrison Nye Trammell 
Copeland Hastings Oddie Tydings 
Couzens Hatfield Overman Vandenberg 
Cutting Hawes Patterson Wagner 
Deneen Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Dill Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass. 
Fess Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Fletcher Johnson Robinson, Ind. Watson 
l!'razier Jones Robsion, Ky. Wheeler 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the junior Senator 
from Utah [Mr. KING] is necessarily detained from the Senate 
by illness. I will let this announcement stand for the day. 

I also wish to announce that the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. CARAWAY] and the Senator from· Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINEl] 
are absent on business of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to announce that my colleague the 
junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. STEPHENS] is also de
tained from the Senate by illness. This announcement may 
stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
Mr. COPELAND presented petitions numerously signed by 

sundry citizens of the State of New York, praying for the pas
sage of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War 
veterans, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Brooklyn 
and New York City, N.Y., praying for the passage of legislation 
granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and widows 
of veterans, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GOULD presented a petition of sundry citizens of Blaine 
and Mars Hill, in the State of Maine, praying for the passage 
of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War veter
ans, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark 
and vicinity, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage 
of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War v~ter
ans, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented a memorial of members of 
the Brown Memorial Presbyterian Church, of Baltimore, Md., 
remonstrating against any revision of the existing calendar un
les:!! a proviso be included definitely guaranteeing the preserva
tion of the continuity of the weekly cycle without the insertion 
of blank days, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. NYE presented 62 resolutions adopted by branches of the 
North Dakota Federation of the General Federation of Women's 
Clubs favoring the prompt ratification of the proposed World 
Court' p.rotocol, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. VANDENBERG presented a resolution adopted by the 
Common Council of the city of Detroit, Mich., favoring the pas-

sage of legislation designJI.ting October 11 as a memorial day fo~ 
Gen. Casimir Pulaski, Revolutionary War hero, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Lodge No. 8, Inter
national Shipmasters' Association of the Great Lakes at Marine 
City, and Harbor No. 14, International Shipmasters' Associa
tion of the Great Lakes, at St. Clair, in the State of Michigan, , 
protesting against the passage of legislation to provide for the l 
establishment of shipping commissioners at ports on the Great ; 
Lakes, which were referred to the Co:rp.mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a letter in the nature of a memorial from 
the Chamber of Commerce, of Menominee, Mich., remonstrating 
against the passage of legislation to provide for the establish
ment of shipping commissioners at ports on the Great Lakes, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

FAMINE CONDITIONS IN CHINA 
Mr. HARRIS. I present a telegram in the nature of a petition 

from Claude L. Whaley, president of the Macon (Ga.) Kiwanis . 
Club, urging the Government to give relief to famine conditions 
in China, which I ask may be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the . 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in, ! 
the RECORD, as follows : 1 

[Telegram] 

MACON, GA., January 15, 19SO. 
Senator W. J. HARRIS, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Kiwanis Club of Macon by resolution to-day respectfully urge our 

Government to take immediately every possible step to assist in allevi
ating appalling famine conditions in China. Feel sure you will use 
the power of your high office at once to the end that human beings 
may not perish .from hunger. This club stands ready to assist in any, · 
way it can. 

CLAUDE L. WHALEY, 

President Macon Kiwanis (Jlub. 

OIL AND COAL LANDS IN ALASKA 
Mr .. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent to present, in the 1 

nature of a petition or memorial, a resolution passed by the 
Commercial Club of Ketchikan, Alaska, with regard to changing ' 
the laws relating to coal and oil lands in Alaska. As it is brief : 
and important, I ask that it may be referred to the Committee 

1 on Territories and Insular Affairs and printed at the proper 1 
place in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the matter was referred to the Com- 1 

mittee on Territories and Insular Affairs and ordered to be , 
printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

KETCHIKAN, ALASKA, February 8, 1929. 
CHAIRMAN SEKATE COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES, 

Washington~ D. 0. 
DEAR SIR : This club has given study t'o and has indorsed the fol

lowing resolution which originated with and was adopted by the Cor- ' 
dova (Alaska) Chamber of Commerce at its regular meeting on De
cember 7, 1928. 

"Resolved, That it is !or the greatest good of the Territory of Alask~ 
and it is absolutely necessary to its development, that all leasing laws 
relating to oil or coal lands and the act of Congress of 1912 relating 
to placer ground be repealed, and that the TeiTitory of Alaska be again 
placed under the former laws relating to the acquisition of public lands 
tor mining use under which the western part of the United States has 
been developed and made populous and prosperous." · 

Yours respectfully, 
COMMERCIAL CLUB OF KETCHIKAN, 

By FRANK S. SHELTON, Seoretary. 

REFERENCE OF CERTAIN. PAPERS 
Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented papers to accompany the 

bill ( S. 2877) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant a right 
of way for street purposes upon and across the Holabird Quar
termaster Depot Military Reservation, in the State of Mary
land, heretofore introduced by him, which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2878) 
to authorize Brig. Gen. William S. Thayer, Auxiliary Officers' 
Reserve Corps, and Brig. Gen. William H. Welch, Auxiliary 
Officers' Reserve Corps, to accept the awards of the French 
Legion of Honor, heretofore introduced by him, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 
Mr. PHIPPS, as in open executive session, from the Com

mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported sundry post
office nominations, which were ordered to be placed on the 
Executive Calend~r. 
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